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when vacancies occurred in the lieutenantships, 
they were appointed by the Commodore | 


acting lieutenants, their appointments being dated | 


the ith of October, 1848; in which position they 
served on board the Plymouth and the Dolphin 
until June, 1851. By the sixth section of the 
naval appropriation act of 1847, itis provided that 
when any master or acting master in the Navy 


shall, under the order of the commander of the | 


vessel, supply a deficiency in the complement of 
lieutenants of the vessel, he shall be allowed the 
pay for the time during which he performs the 
duty. 

This was unknown to the officers of the East 
India squadron. Mr. Welsh and Mr. Wells were 
made lieutenants, not from the grade of master 
yy acting master, but from that of passed mid- 


shipmen, and of course were not entitled to extra 


pay. The commodore, when he heard of the law, 


rescinded their appointments, passed them through | 
the crade of master, and reappointed them on the | 


ist of March, 1850. The difference of pay which 


they claim is for the time while they acted as mas- | 


ters previous to their reappointment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
rmendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

CHARLES G. GUNTER. 

Onthe motion of Mr. FITZPATRICK, the bill 
to relinquish the reversionary interest of the United 
States to a certain reservation therein mentioned, 
and to confirm the title of Charles G. Gunter 
thereto, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct that all the right, title, and 


interest which might accrue or revert tothe United || 


States, to a certain fraction of section number nine- | 
teen, of township number sixteen, and range num- | 


ber sixteen, including an island in the Alabama 


river, commonly called Manac’s Island, a little be- | 


low the mouth of Catoma creek, and being the 
reservation to which Samuel Manac, a Creek In- 
dian, became entitled under the treaty of Fort 
Jackson, shall be relinquished to Charles G. Gun- 
ter, his heirs and assigns, and a patent shall be 


issued to him or them for it upon the payment to | 


the receiver of the land office at Cahaba, in the 
State of Alabama, of the minimum price per acre 
of the public lands now subject to entry in the 
State. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. If there is any doubt 


about the bill, | ask for the reading of the report. | 


Several Senators. Itis all right. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, was ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


JUDICIAL RECIPROCITY. 


On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the consid- 


eration of the bill ‘‘to provide for the execution, | 


by the courts of the United States, of commissions 
to take testimony issuing from the courts of jus- 
tice of friendly nations,” which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and insert the following substitute: : 


_That each and every circuit and district court of the 
United States, and the cireuit court for the District of Co- 
lumbia, shall have full power and authority, whenever it 
shall be requested by any court of record, or court having 
equity or admiralty jurisdiction, in any foreign State or 
country in amity with the United States, by letters roga- 
tory, issuing out and by authority of said foreign court, or 
by application from a commissioner or eommissioners, duly 
appointed under the authority of said foreign court, to issue 
all the necessary and proper writs and process, and make 
and enforce such orders as may be necessary and proper 
for obtaining the testimony of witnesses re-iding within 
the jurisdiction of sai ° : q 
in any civil cause depending in the said foreign court; and 
for this purpose to make and enforce all such orders as may 
e necessary and proper for the administration of an oath 


d circnit or district court, to be used | 


or solemn affirmation to any witness so resident as afore. | 


said, whose testi 
firmation shall h 
ligation, 


as if administered ina civ Aus 
“ il cause ‘pe 
the nic « iu de pe nding in 


Phat it shall be discretionary with the said circuit or dis 
tries court, to which application may be made as aforesaid, 
zo such foreign court, to refuse the same, ifthe said 

gn court has no sufficient authority to extend reciprocal 
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mony may be required; which eath or af- | 
ave the same effect, validity, and legal ob- | 


1 cireuit or district court: Provided, nevertheless, | 


aid and assistance in obtaining testimony to the several 
Federal and State courts of this Union, when properly re- 
quested, or having such authority, has relused on proper 
applicauion to exercise the same. 

Sec. 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That the costs of all 
such proceedings, under any sueh request or application, in 
the said circuit or district court, to which the said request 


or application may be made, shall be taxed by the clerk of 


the said circuit or district court, subject to the revision of 
the court, and paid by the person or person on whose be 
halfthe said request or application may be made. 

Sec. 3. ind be it further enucted, That if any person, 
to whom an oath or affirmation has been administered under 
the provisions of this act, shall, after making such oath or 
affirmation, knowingly and willfully swear or affirm falsely, 
such person so offending, shall be deemed guilty of perjury, 
and shall, on conviction thereof, be liable to the same pains 
aud penalties prescribed by law for persons convicted of 
willful and corrupt perjury. 


Mr. STUART. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Delaware why it is that the bill lim- 
its this power to applications made from the courts 
of Governments, which have conferred the same 
power upon their courts? 

Mr. BAYARD. The original bill was intro- 
duced on that basis, and I think itis a sound one. 
There is no obligation on the part of any nation to 
assist in the procuring of testimony to be used in 
courts of foreign nations, unless it is founded on 
what is called the comity of nations; and, if that 
comity is refused to you, I think you are perfectly 
right in authorizing your judges to refuse it te the 
nation Which chooses to place herself in that posi- 
tion. If the authorities of the other nation arenot 
willing to advance the interests of humamity by 
extending the comity of nations to us, we are not 
bound to extend the privilege to her. That is the 
principle on which I suppose the bill stands. 

Mr. STUART. I do not know that, upon a 
brief reading of the bill, | am able to comprehend 
all its consequences; but if | do, I think that the 
restriction contained in it ought not to exist. In 
the first place, it might very well happen, that cit- 
izens of the United States would be either directly 
or indirectly interested in the very litigation for 
which the testimony would be asked, and yet the 
Government where the trial was to be held may 
not have extended similar privileges to those con- 
tained in the bill. Now in such a case as that, | 
apprehend there would be no difference of opinion, 
but that the testimony here ought to be taken, and 
taken in a mode to be useful to the court where it 
was desired. 

But, aside from any consideration of this kind, 
it seems to me that the restriction ought not to be 
retained in the bill. The bill does not provide any 
mode by which the court is to ascertain whether 
this reciprocity exists or not. There might be a 
difficulty in ascertaining, in a given case, that fact. 

sut waiving all that, | cannot see why this liber- 


jality should not be extended without that restric- 


tion, for the very purpose of inducing a kind act 
by being the originator of a generous one our- 
selves. I cannot see any injury to result to the 
Government of the United States, or its citizens, 
in allowing this bill to pass without any restric- 
tion. If any foreign court should apply here ac- 
cording to the terms of this bill, and you confer 
upon our courts the means of conforming to the 
application, what injury could grow out of that? 

Again, it strikes me that there might be some 
question of doubt as to the propriety of conferring 
upon courts, inferentially, duties which clearly fall 
within the treaty-making power. That, sir, per- 
haps is not a fatal objection, but it is one that 
might produce, if not a clashing of power, at 
least such an exercise of power by the inferior 
courts of this country, which in a given instance 
might be questionable. Being unable to see for 
myself any reason whatever for the retention of 
the restriction, I should feel myself bound, unless 
some reasons are offered satisfying me, to propose 
to amend the bill in that respect by striking out 
the restrictive clause. 

Mr. BAYARD. Comity between nations, I 
suppose, Mr. President, is always reciprocal, and 
should be so. The very meaning of the word 
“comity” includes that idea. It necessarily in- 


|| cludes reciprocal acts on the part of the nations 


in which it exists. Whenever it has been exer- 


cised by courts of justice, in all subjects relating 
to the comity of nations, they always confine the 
exercise of the power to those nations who are 
willing to return the same acts of comity on their 
part. I think, therefore, thatis a sufficient answer 
to the objection of the Senator from Michigan. 

It seems to me that the bill is quite sufficient and 
extensive when it tenders to every foreign nation 
the privilege of advancing the purposes of justice 
on our behalf, on the same terms on which we 
advance them in their behalf. The exception 
stated by the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
Is,—suppose a citizen of the United States were 
interested in a suit in a foreign court, ought he 
not to have the means of taking testimony here? 
My answer is, that is not the basis of the bill 
atall. Weare not passing it for the purpose of 
interfering with the modes of administering jus- 
tice in the courts of foreign nations, but we are 
passing it, under the comity of nations, to permit 
courts of another nation, if that nation recognizes 
the comity of nations, to have the same advant- 
taking testimony in the courts of this 
country as we have in their courts. 

But this principle is only founded upon the 
principle recognized in the courts of common law, 
and certainly in the courts of equity, that on let- 
ters rogatory they will authorize testimony to be 
taken for other courts. In those courts tesumony 
is taken for the purpose of being used in civil 
causes in other jurisdictions, but they will not 
exercise that comity unlessthe court to which the 
letters rogatory tre addressed recognize the same 
comity on their part. [ think the principle a 
sound one in all national relations. I do not 
think we are called to go one step towards ten- 
dering to a foreign nation the aid to administer 
justice in their dominions unless they extend the 
reciprocal aid to us; and that is the provision of 
the bill. 

But, again, the court is not compelled to exer- 
cise the power; it is left, and it must be left, to the 
diseretion of the court, as to whether, under the 
circumstances, it will or will not issue the power 
to take the testimony, when the foreign nation 
either does not possess the power, or, possessing 
the power, the courts of that nation refuse to ex- 
ercise it for the benefit of the courts of this coun- 
try. Itis left to the discretion of the court, and 
surely there can be no objection to that. 

The honorable Senator complains, further, that 
the bill does not provide specifically for the mode in 
which the courts are to ascertain the fact whether 
the foreign nations extend the same privilege to 
us. It would be a great objection if the bill at- 
tempted to do that; itis agreat deal better to leave 
that to the courts of justice, if the fact is brought 
before them and established, because that would 
be necessary to prevent the recognizing of the 
commission. If the nation is in amity, the court 
will necessarily carry out the provisions of the law, 
and if it was made to appear to them, in such modes 
as a court of justice always requires, that the 
courts of the foreign nation had no such authority, 
or that the court from which the letters rogatory 
issued had refused to exercise a similar duty on 
their part, of course the court in its discretion 
would refuse the application. It would be impos- 
sible—it would be in vain to prescribe any rule on 
Itis a great deal betier left to the 


aves if 


this subject. 


| administration of justice under the general discre- 


tion of the court, because there can be no abuse 
under it. That is also a sufficient answer to the 
objection that is founded on the fact that the in- 
terest of a citizen of the United States might be 
involved in the proceedings in a foreign court, and 
therefore the testimony should be taken here, even 
if the foreign Government refused the reciprocity. 
The court in that might, in its discretion, make an 
exception, grounded on the right of a citizen, and 
not on the comity of nations. 

It fully provides, therefore, for that objection. 
The very existence of the discretion Is an argu- 
ment in favor of the bill; and for my own part, as 
recards all these matters which go to advan‘ e civ- 
ilization, and to enlarge the connection between 
nations for all proper purposes, I prefer infinitely 
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the system of reciprocal legislation, to the system | 
hich are too often perverted from their [| 


of treaties w 
| meaning, and so negligently passed, that | 
you come to their construction, tf the policy | 
of either nation happens to alter, the treaties are | 
violated by that nation giving them a construc- 
tion different from what was intended. Reciprocal 
legislation is always under your control. 

policy of the nation changes, or circumstances 
indicate that the reciprocity is useless, it can be 
withdrawn without any breach of faith. 

] do not recollect any other objection which the 
Senator from Michigan made to the 
In that respect, the bill has been 
adopted in principle as it was originally intro- 
7. alteration we made was to confine 
wer to purposes for the furtherance of civil 


> original bill authorized the taking of 


orivina 


when y 
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nonoravie 


proviston nere, 


duced, 
the po 


testimony in aid of criminal justice in foreign na- 


tions 
he nr inie 
the pring | 
strict it to the purposes of civil justice, a d 


introduced the clause providing for the punishment 
> 


‘The committee were indisposed to carry 
! 


so far, and remodeled the bill to re- 


se swearing, and further for the payment of 
charges where lication 1s made. 


SENJAMIN. 
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i) a tions to its pas I objec tto its 
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» bill proposes to invest in the circuit and dis- 
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t courts of the United States certain jurisdiction 

lation to controversies arising in foreign coun- 
By reference to the provision of the Con- 
he United States, [ find that the ju licial 
power extends to certain defined case , and that 


this 1s the cases for which the Consti- 


stitution of t 


not one of 
tution provides, 


Section second of article third of the Constitu- 
tion, Says: 

** The judicial power shall extend to all case 
equity, arising under this Constitution, the | 
ted State and treaties made, or wiich shall be made, 
under their authority; to all cases afjecting enbassadors, 
r public ministers, and consuls; 
eariliine 
United States 
two or more 
Stats 
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Now, this judicial power is proposed to be ex- 
tended to controversies between foreigners, where 
neither a State of this Confederacy nora citizen of 
the United States is interested. If this, then, be 
intended to be a judicial power, I oppose the, bill, 
upon the ground that it extends the judicial power 
beyond the cases provided for in the Constitution 
of the United States; and [apprehend that a refer- | 
ence to the clause of the bill, will show that the 
power proposed to be conferred is a judicial power. 
it is not merely a ministerial power; and if it were 
a ministerial power alone, | should object to it | 
upon that ground. I do not think that the judges 
of the United States, or the courts of the United 
States, are organized under the Constitution for | 
purposes ancillary to the administration of justice 
in foreign nations, 

That is not the purpose for which the courts of 
justice are organized; and 1 doubt very much our 
power to impose a duty of that kind upon the 
judges of our courts. But the provisions of the 
bill are clearly placed upon the basis of the grant 
of power being judicial. It provides for the issuing 
of writs and process upon application. It provides 
for conferring upon the judges all necessary au- 
thority for the purpose of carrying out the juris- 
diction which the bill proposes to vest in them. 
It provides for the punishment of witnesses, who 
are called before the judges, for perjury in cases 
of false swearing. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Will the Senator allow me 
to call for the special order? This subject, I think, 
will lead to considerable debate. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will yield the floor, es- 
pecially as 1 was not prepared to discuss the bill 
to-day, not having any idea that it would come 
up. 1 will very freely give way to allow the spe- 
cial order to be called up. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I then call for the special 
order. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be postponed until to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 


THE’ CONGRESIONS 


If the || on Territories, as amended on the motion of Mr. 


TERRITORY OF NEBRASKA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill to organize 
the Territory of Nebraska, the pending question 
being on the amendment submitted on the J5th 
instant by Mr. Cuass, to add to the 14th section 
of the substitute reported from the Committee 


Dovetas, the words: 

‘* Under which the people of the Territory, through their 
appropriate representatives, if they see fit, prohibit the ex- 
istence of slavery herein.’’ 


So that the part of the section relating to that 


matter would read: 

“That the Constitution, and all laws of the United States 
hb are not locally inapplicable, shall have the 
and effect within the said Territory of Nebraska as 
elsewhere within the United States; except the eighth sec 
tion of the act preparatory to the admission of Missouri into 
the Union, approved March 6, 1820, which being inconsist- 
ent with the principles of non-intervention by Congress 
with slavery in the States and Territories, as recognized by 
the legislation of 1850, commonly called the compromise 
measures, is hereby declared inoperative and void, it being 
the true intent and meaning of this act not to legislate 
lavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it there 
from: but to leave the people thereof perfectly free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions tn their own way, 
subject only to the Constitution of the United States, under 
which the people of the Territory, through their appropri- 
‘representatives, may, if they see fit, prohibit the exist- 
ence of slavery therein.’? 


force 


at 


Mr. BADGER being entitled to the floor, rose 
and addressed the Senate at great length in sup- 
port of the bill as it now stands amended, and 
against the amendment of Mr. Cuase. [Mr. B.’s 
speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 


'Mr. SEWARD. I desire, with the indulgence 


same | 


of the Senate, to express my views upon this | 
question. [t will not be convenient for me to pro- | 


ceed at this late hour of the day, and | suppose 
the Serfate will not wish to have me commence an 
argument now. 

I move, therefore, to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill until to-morrow. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

motion by Mr. JAMES 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive 


On 
! 
and after some time spent in the consideration 
thereof, the doors were reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 16, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam FH. Mirsurn. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. 


, the Senate pro- | 
usiness; 


Prayer | 


The business first in order | 


is the motion made by the gentleman from New | 


York, [Mr. Haven,] yesterday evening, to re- 


consider the vote by which the deficiency bill was | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the | 


state of the Union. 


CORRECTION OF AN 
Mr. HUNT. 


ERROR. 
I rise to a privileged question. 


[ perceive, in the published proceedings of the | 


Hlouse in relation to the Patent Office reports, 


[Mr. Curyeman.] I stated that I was against 
diminishing the number of the mechanical report, 
and was perfectly willing to increase the number 
of the sgricultural part, if gentlemen desired it. I 


wish to make this statementto the House, because || 


1 desire itto be understood that I am, and always 
will be, in favor of liberal appropriations for the 


| diffusion of useful information. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. IT desire to offer an 


amendment to the homestead bill now pending, 


and ask that it be referred to the Committee of the | 


Whole, end printed. 

It proposes to combine its provisions with the 
provisions of the amendment for the construction 
of railroads to the Pacific. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILLYER. Tam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims to say to the House, 
that the business referred to that committee is so 
great, and so constantly accumulating, that it is im- 
possible for the committee to investigate it with 


L GLOBE. 
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struct me to ask the House that they may be per- 
mitted to employ a clerk, with a compensation of 
four dollars a day, while actually employed by the 
committee for that purpose. I ask the consent of 
the Elouse to introduce this resolution. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be authorized to employ a clerk, with a compensation of 
four dollars per day while actually employed by the com. 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The first thing in order 
is the question of reconsideration moved by the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Haven.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 
When the House adjourned, the gentleman from 
New York had the floor upon the question of re. 
consideration. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to facilitate the public 
business this morning, and go on peaceably, if we 
can. I intended to say to the Chair, if it was the 
pleasure of the House, that | would not call up 
the motion to reconsider, so that we might go on 
with the call upon committees fer reports, and in 
that case perhaps the Committee of Ways and 
Means can be reached, and the whole matter be 
disposed of without any further difficulty. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the further consideration of the mo- 
tion to reconsider be informally passed by? The 
Chair hears no objection, and it will beso ordered. 


PENSIONS. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which House bill, (No. 167,) ** for the relief 
of pensioners, under the act of July 3, 1853,”’ was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. My object in making the mo- 
tion is merely to call up this matter at soine future 
time. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Assury Dickins, its Secretary, informing the 
House of the passage, by that body, of Senate 
bills of the following ttles: 

‘An act (No. 6) to grant to the State of Ohio 
the unsold and unappropriated public lands re- 
maining unsold in that State;”’ 

‘An act (No. 93) to establish a land district in 
the State of Florida, to be called the district of 
Tampa;”’ 

‘An act (No. 164) to relinquish certain lands to 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of lowa;” 

‘‘An act (No. 179) to constitute Palatka and 
Bayport, in the State of Florida, ports of delivery 
respectively;’’ and 

**An act (No. 200) constituting San Pedro, in 
the State of California, a port of entry and de- 
livery.’’ 

Mr. MILLSON. I desired yesterday to saya 
word upon the subjectof that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Henpricks} does 
not now wish to consider the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. MILLSON. Is it not my privilege to call 
up the motion to reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; the gentleman can 


|| call it up, if he pleases. 
that the Globe represents me as having supported 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 





the degree of care and attention which is necessary | 


to its proper adjudication consistently with their 
legislative duties. The committee therefore in- 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I hope the gentleman 
from Virginia will not call up the motion now. 
Let it lie over for the present, and the House can 


‘then have an opportunity to examine the bill, 


which they have not now had. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to say a word or two 
upon the subject of the bill now, and therefore I 
prefer to call it up. , 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman proposes to 
discuss this bill now, the Chair suggests that he 
give way long enough to allow the bill to be read. 
' Mr. MILLSON. Certainly; I will give way 
for that purpose. ' 

The bill was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. MILLSON. I give notice tothe House, 


|| that before | take my seat I shall move to lay 


this motion to reconsider upon the table. But be- 


| fore doing so, I beg to say a very few words as to 


the character of the bill before us. It is a bill 
which proposes to give to a certain class of widows 


| —one among the many classes of widows who 


have received pensions under the legislations of 


| Congress—five years’ pay in addition to that which 


was granted to them by the actof 1853. 

This bill is reported from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions—a committee not properly charge 
able with the subject—at least not properly charge- 
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able with this bill, so far as it has reference to the 
subject of giving pensions to the widows of the 


soldiers and officers of the war of the Revolution; 
and when I state to the House that the passage of 
this bill—for such seems to be the object of the 
motion to reconsider—will draw from the Treasury 
of the United States a sum of money which may 
amount to nearly $2,000,000, | think they will see 
‘hat it is a matter of some importance. Yes, sir, 
| do not think I exaggerate, when I say that, for 
aught we now know, the passage of this bill may 
involve a draft upon the Treasury not far short 
of that providing for the payment of French spoli- 
ations. 4 

Yet it is gravely proposed to take up such a bill 
as this, and pass it, without reference to the Com- 
mittee cf the Whole, and, perhaps, without due 
discussion in the House. 1 

Having been charged, during the whole of the 
last Congress, as chairman of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, with the consideration 
of this subject, I trust the House will see that it 
18, perhaps, somewhat incumbent upon me to give 
them the results of the investigations then made. 

A brief historical narrative may be necessary 
to enable the House to see the effect of this bill. 
Some time in the year 1836, I think, Congress, 
for the first time, determined to grant pensions to 
aclass of widows of revolutionary officers and 
soldiers—that is, to those who were married before 
the close of the war. The argument was this: 
We ought to grant pensions to those widows who 
were married before the close of their husband’s 
last period of service, for they participated in the 
perils and sufferings of that period 3 they remained 
at home, to attend to the domestic affairs, while 
their husbands were in the field in the service of 
their country; and having been married before the 
close of the revolutionary war, the number of 
those who now survive must be exceedingly small, 
and there will be but a very small draft upon the 
public Treasury for the purpose of providing pen- 
sions for that class of widows. 

The law passed. I do not now remember the 
precise number of widows who were entitled to 
receive pensions under that law. It was not very 
large. 

Mr. ORR. It was larger than was supposed. 

Mr. MILLSON. It was certainly larger than 
was expected. Some time afterwards, as the 
number diminished by death, Congress under- 
took to increase the number of those who should 
be entitled to pensions, by extending the term of 
marriage from the termination of the service of the | 
husband to the year 1794 o0r 1796. An additional 
class became entitled to pensions under that law. 
Some short time afterwards Congress still fur- 
ther extended the time, by granting pensions to 
those who married at any time previous to Jan- 
vary, 1800. ‘There was a still further addition to 
the pension list in consequence of the passage of 
that law, and thus the law remained. 

_ There were, however, other petitions from 
those who were married after the year 1800, pray- 
ing that they too might receive the benefit of the 
pension laws. A bill, having that object in view, 
was considered in the Thirtieth Congress. Strenu- 
ous eflorts were then made to extend the law so as 
to grant pensions to those who were married at any 
time before the year 1810; but this House, by a 
very large majority, rejected the bill, refusing to 
grant pensions to those widows of revolutionary 
officers and soldiers who were married after 1800, 
and before the year 1810. These petitions con- 
tinued to come in till the Thirty-First Congress. 
They were there either reported against, or no 
action at all was taken upon the subject. 

During the Thirty-Second Congress, when I had 
the honor to act as chairman of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, a number of petitions was 
Sentintous. ‘They were deliberately considered. 

addressed a letter of inquiry to the then Com- 
missioner of Pensions, Mr. Heath, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining what would be the probable 
number of widows who would receive pensions if 
the law was extended so as to embrace all those 
who were married after the year 1800. I received 
a letter in reply, in which it was stated, that if such 
a law should pass, numerous frauds would be || 
practiced upon the Government, and it would in- 
volve the payment of a very large annual amount 
out of the Treasury of the United States. Sir, 
we did not report favorably on these petitions. 

One of the reasons why the committee did not || 
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report in favor of granting pensions to those wid- 
ows who had been married after the year 1500 Is 
simply this: Those widows of revolutionary sol- 
diers who are now living, and who were married 
after the year 1800, must present the case of the 
marriage of a young girl to a very old man. 
From ‘dhe very nature of the case it must be so. 
If a revolutionary soldier married in the year 
1815, 1820, or 1830, and if his widow be still liv- 
ing, then it follows, almost as a matter of course, 
that this could only be the result of the marriage 
of a young girl with a very old, decrepit man; and, 
sir, I did not see that there was so much merit in 
the fact of a young girl marrying a very old man, 
as to ¢donsider we were therefore obliged to place 
this female on the pension roll, and support her at 
the cost of the public Treasury for the rest of her 
life. 

But, sir, towards the close of the last session of 
Congress, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Cons] introduced a bill here, not intended at the 
time, as I believe, to provide for this class of wid- 
ows, but having other objects in view. He gave 
notice that, before he took his seat, he desiened 
to call for the previous question. He, however, 
yielded the floor to several gentlemen, who pro- 
posed amendments of one sort or other, and I 
think that among the amendments thus offered 
was one proposing to place on the pension roll 
those widows of revolutionary soldiers who were 
married after the year 1800. I then sought to 
get the floor, that I might have the opportunity of 
making a brief statement, showing the probable 
effect of the passing of this law. ‘I'he gentleman 
from Alabama declined to yield me the floor. The 
bill passed, under the operation of the previous 
question. ‘There was no examination mode; and, 
asthe Commissidner of Pensions has lately re- 


ported, Congress appropriated only the sum of 


$24,000 for the purpose of providing for the pay- 
ment of that class of pensions. 

But, sir, what are we now told by the Commis- 
sioner? Why, Mr. Waldo comes forward and 
tells us, that the deficiency for the current year 
alone will amount to upwards of $200,000. He 
tells us,.that the amount necessary to pay these 
pensions for the present year is about $240,000, 
and you have appropriated but $24,000 for that 
purpose. 
more than §$200;000 for the current year alone: 
which must be provided for tn the deficiency biil, 
when the House shall again have that subject under 
consideration. 

And now, sir, after having passed this law with- 
out inquiry, without reference to a committee, 
without discussion, and on the distinct and express 
refusal of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Cons] to allow even a word of caution to be ad- 
dressed to the House, it is proposed to make these 
pensions commence in 1848, instead of 1853. The 
gentleman from Alabama now says he never in- 
tended that it should have any such result—— 

Mr.COBB. And I did not think so at thetime 

Mr. MILLSON. Thatadmission, Mr. Speaker, 
is an emphatic. warning as to the danger of such 
hasty legislation. The gentleman, [Mr. Copnn,] 
who then had charge of the bill, comes forward 


| now, and tells this House that he never intended 


it should have had any such result as this: And 
yet the gentleman refused to allow me an oppor- 
tunity last year of giving a warning to the House 
as to the probable effect of it. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Virginia 
The bill has been construed 
by the Commissioner of Pensions precisely as the 
committee then intended it to have been construed, 
and as they desire it to be construed to-day. 

Mr. MILLSON. Ido not know that that is 
anv answer to my remark. 

Mr. COBB. lam not mistaken in regard to 
what I then did, because the view [ entertained 
then was carried out by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MILLSON. I understand the gentleman 
to tell me that it was never intended to have that 
result. 


Mr. COBB. I said that it was never designed 


| to go back to 1848. 


Mr. MILLSON. But the present bill does 
contemplate carrying the pensions back to 1848. 
The act reported yesterday by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions does carry it back to 1848, That 
is the very object of this bill. 

Mr. COBB. Then I am not to blame. 


Thus, then, there will bea deficiency of 
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Mr. MILLSON. I did not say the gentleman 
was to blame. I only stated the fact that the act 
did carry the pensions back to the year 1848,— 
the fact, that that bill was passed during the last 
Congress, under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion; and that the gentleman refused to allow me 
the floor for the purpose of suggesting to the 
House the amount which would be taken from the 
public Treasury, if that bill should be passed. 

[ am now saying that the amount exceeds 
$200,000 a year. 1 say that the Commissioner of 
Pensions, in his recent report, declares that he 
is now receiving applications from that class of 
widows at the rate of sixty per week; that the 
number will run up to three thousand and that there 
is already a deficiency of upwards of $200,000, 
during the current year. 

One of the objects of this bill, then, being to 
extend these pensions back to 1848, and to entitle 
these widows to pensions from February of that 
year, instead of February, 1853, it gives to that 
class alone just $1,200,000, even if there be no 
further addition to the pensioners than that esti- 
mated for by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The sum of $1,200,000 will be voted out of the 
pubUe ‘Treasury for the payment of that class of 
widows alone, if these pensions are to date back 
to 1848 instead of to 1853. 

| deem it proper to make these remarks, not for 
the purpose of going into an extended discussion 
of the bill. When it comes up for consideration 
in Committee of the Whole I may, or I may not, 
do so. I make these remarks now merely for the 
purpose of indicating to the House that this is a 
bill too important to be considered without a ref- 
erence to the Committee of the Whole, and that it 
involves too important consequences to induce this 
House to act upon it without that deliberation 
which ought to be bestowed upon such a matter. 

I mean to close these remarks by a motion to 
lay upon the table this motion to reconsider. If 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Ep- 
MANDS,} who I perceive rises in his seat, wishes 
to make a remark I will give him the opportunity 
to do so, although he declined to extend a similar 
courtesy to me yesterday. But if he does not 
wish to do so I will move to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table, for I do not think the 
time of the House ought to be consumed in the 
discussion of this matter, when we have other 
business pressing for consideration. 

Mr. EDMANDS. I do not wish to interrupt 
the gentleman in his remarks. I wish, however, 
to say a few words upon this question. 

Mr. MILLSON. I yield the floor only for that 
purpose, but do not mean to lose this opportunity 
of making the motion to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. I yield for the purpose of 
explanation only. 

Mr. EDMANDS. 1 shall wait until the gen- 
tleman has finished his remarks. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have already stated that I 
mean to conclude my remarks by making the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

Mr. EDMANDS. I will renew the motion, if 
the gentleman yields me the floor. 

Mr. MILLSON. I will give way to any ex- 
planation, but I do not wish to lose the floor. I 
have already declared that I will move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. I do not 
think that this is a question which ought to en- 
gage the attention of the House at this time. 

Mr. EDMANDS. I only wish to say to the 
House, that the bill now proposed does not extend, 
in the least,*the circle of pensioners. No new 
pensioners are to be added to the number upon 
the rolls, in any way. ‘The present bill merely 
proposes to carry out the parposes of the act of 
February 3, 1853. I would state, that on the 
29th of July, 1848, an act was passed granting to 
the widows of officers and privates the same pen- 
sions that their husbands would be entitled to if 
liting—limiting the benefits of the act to those 
who were married prior to 1800. On the 3d of 
February, 1853, another act was passed, taking 
off that restriction, merely giving pensions to those 
who were married subsequent to 1800, as well as 
those who were married prior to that year. 

That act reads as follows: 

“ That the widows of officers, non. commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates of the revolutionary army, who 
were married subsequent to January, 1000, shall be entitled 
to pensions in the same manner as those who were married 
before that day.”’ 
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Now those who were married before that day 
drew their pensions from the 4th of March 1548; 
ond tind pensioners, under the act of February 3, 
1853, supposed that they could Uraw their pen- 
ions from the same date. ‘The construction which 
the Commissioner of Pensions has given to it ts, 
that they were to draw their pensions from the 
date of the passage of the bill. The committee 
were fully aware that it was the custom, and prop- 
erly so, of the Commissioner of Pensions to give 
an interpretation to the act according to the uni- 
forta practice; and they have been very particular, 
ac ordingly, to report a seperate pension law pro- 
viding for this class of cases, so as to make that 
explicit and certain which is now very indefinite. 
‘They chose to reporta general law to that effect. 
‘They felt as though it was reasonable to do so, 
when they saw thatthe act of February 3, 1853, it- 
self provided that the pensioners named in that act 

iould draw their pensions in the same manner as 
those of 18438. 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 did not say that the bill 
would increase the number of pensioners. What 
| stated was, that the effect of the iaw was to give 
these pensioners a pension, not from the period of 
the passage of the law, the ume when they became 
entided to it by the law, but from the year 1848, 
when no law existed in relation to these pensions 
atall. The effect of the present law would be to 
draw from the Treasury at once $1,200,000 for 
that class of pensioners alone. 

And, sir, the thing does not stop there; for if 
we decide that widows, who are entitled by the act 
of 1853 to pensions, shall commence their pen- 
sions with the 3d of February, 1848, then the heirs 
of these widows who have died in the interval be- 
tween 1848 and 1853, will come forward and de- 
mand to be placed upon the same footing as these 
widows themselves. I trust | have now said 
enough to enable the House to see that this is not 
one of those unimportant bills which ought to be 
considered and acted upon hastily. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me to 
explain ? 

Mr. MILLSON yielded the floor. 

Mr. COBB. The explanation I have to make 
in reference to my action in relation to this ques- 
tion, during the last Congress, shall be brief. 1 
offered an amendment to provide for the widows 
and minor children of the officers and soldiers of 
the various wars. This revolutionary measure 
was attached to mine in the Senute. It came back 
again with some disagreement, and we had a com- 
mittee of conference upon the subject. I agreed 
to the measure, with the understanding that it 
should not extend back beyond the date of its 
passage. 

As far as the matter of its having taken 
$2.000,000 out of the ‘Treasury is concerned, if | 
had the work to do over again, and were satisfied 
that it would take $10,000,000 to do justice to that 
class of individuals for whom I was endeavoring 
to provide, my course would be the same. When- 
ever the case of destitute women: and children 
comes up here, and their rights are to be defended, 
you will always find me upon their side. But 
when questions come up of extending certain pro- 
visions to certain individuals, who are, perhaps, 
not so meritorious, | confess that [| am occasion- 
ally found voting against them. This is all the 
explanation I have to make; and I repeat, that if 
{ had the same thing to do over again, though 
810,000,000 stared me in the face, my course 
would be the same. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
brief explanation, 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I hope the gentleman will 
allow this matter to go over, and that we go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the special order. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I have no objection to 
that, if the gentleman from Virginia, by whose 
courtesy I have the floor, will permit the motion 
to be made. ‘ 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I then move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
of this matter now. 
that purpose. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will then proceed to 
make my explanation now. I think this question 
ought to be looked into somewhat by the House 


I also desire to make a 


I think we had better dispose 
I do not yield the floor for 


before it is finally disposed of. I think the meas- 


’ ure introduced yesterday by the honorable centle- 


man from Massachusetts (Mr. EpMaAnps] ought 
not to be voted down upon a single argument made 
against it. I made the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which it was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, not for the 
purpose of discussing it this morning. I desired 
that the motion to reconsider might be entered and 
passed over for the present, in order that al! of us 
might have time to examine the que3tion, and be 
prepared to express ourselves upon it when it 
should again come up for action. But the gentle- 
man from Virginia, who, itseems, hal some con- 
neclion with itduring the last session of Confgress, 
makes a long speech in opposition to it *his morn- 
ing. Sir, 1] had nothing to do with the matter 
during the last Congress. I not connected 
with the committee which had charge of it, and I 
did not examine into the merits and demerits of 
the bill. But the gentleman from Virginia having 
this morning made along speech against the meas- 
ure, and then moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table, the effect of which is practi- 
cally to take the subject out of the control of the 
House, | hope the motion will not be sustained. 
The persons who are to receive the benefits of 
this act are not long to remain among us to receive 
any benefit that we can confer upon them. They 
ure the widows of revolutionary soldiers; and 
therefore I say, that if this bill is to pass at all it 
ought to pass this session. If it be finally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, it will not be reached again till the 
next session; before which time half the persons 
it is designed to benefit will have passed beyond 
its power to benefit. Hence I made the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill 
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com- 


mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, that the matter might be within the 


control ofthe House. I think this was very right. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Ep- 
MANDS,| when he introduced this bill, thought that 
it gave a proper construction to the law of last 
winter. [am not prepared to say whether it does 
or does not. The House ought to consider it, 
and if it does give the proper construction to that 
law it ought to pass. 


I cannot see why the law of 1848 should give pen- 


sions to the widows who were married to revolu- 
tionary soldiers prior to 1800, and deny pensions 
to all who were married after that year. It is an 
arbitrary arrangement, and one not founded on 
any reason that I can appreciate 

This bill, if it passes, will, as I understand it, 
place widows who were married to revolutionary 


soldiers after the year 1800, in precisely the same | 


position that those occupy who were married prior 
to that year. | think the motion to lay the motion 
to reconsider on thetable ought not to prevail, but 
that the motion to reconsider ought to be kept 
under the control of the House. 

Mr. MILLSON. One word in reply to the 
remarks which have been made, and in explana- 
tion of my personal position. I am not very fond 
of addressing the House. I trust that my course 
here during aservice—now nota very brief one— 
has already enabled gentlemen to perceive that I 
am not forward to address the House; and I think 


I am generally even more reluctant to speak than | 
I rarely do so | 
except when I think I am under some obligation | 


the House can be to hear me. 


to communicate to the Housethe result of investi- 


gations that I may have made; and, | must confess, | 


that I sometimes blame myself for allowing my 
unwillingness to ask the attention of the House, 
to prevent me from saying what it would perhaps 
be right for me to say. 

But the gentleman from Indiana states that I 
made a bitter and relentless speech against the 
bill, and then concluded by moving to Jay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. Why the gen- 
tleman will recollect, that with the very view of 
enabling others to present their views to the 
House, I myself invited gentlemen to take the 
floor during my hoyr before I closed. I invited 
them to make such explanations as they desired 
to make. I refused the floor to nobody, and three 
or four gentlemen have sought and held the floor, 
for the purpose of making explanations connected 
with the bill. Surely, then, the gentleman cannot 
justly cNarge me with making aspeech against the 
bill, and then moving to lay the motion to reeon- 
sider upon the table, so as to exclude all further 
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debate. I desired to act fairly towards the House 
and made only such remarks as | thought would 
induce the Elouse to conclude that this was a bill 
which ought not to be passed upon hastily. The 
bill has been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. There jet it 
remain. It will still be within the power of the 
House. A majority can, at a time when we 
go into committee, take it up and consider it A 
bill is not beyond the control of the House when 
it is in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

As to the remarks of the gentieman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Coss,] about the propriety of reliey- 
ing the wants of destitute females, perhaps my 
sympathies in such cases will not be less active 
than those of some other gentlemen. It does not 
follow that the widows of those who served in the 
revolutionary war are necessarily destitute, and 
it is not the province of the Government of the 
United States to relieve all cases of sufferine. 
W hen we indulge our sympathies, let us do so out 
of our own private means, and not at the cost of 
others. Let not gentlemen seek to place upon the 
pension roll, to be supported at the public charge, 
a class of persons who have themselves done no 
service to the country, and who, as has been re- 
peatedly decided by Congress, have no claim 
whatever on the public for support. But, at least, 
though we may choose to provide for their future 
support, I see no propriety in voting them a gross 
sum out of the Treasury, equal to their pensions 
for five years, by declaring that they shall be en- 
titled to claim from 1848, instead of 1853, when 
they were first placed upon the pension rolls. 

| now move, Mr. Speaker, to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The question was put; pending the result, 

Several Members. ‘* Divide!’’ ** Divide!” 

The House divided; and the Speaker announced 
49 in the affirmative. 

Mr. ORR called for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McMuttuw 
and Roppins were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 68, noes 65. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move now thatthe rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. TWEED. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the last question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to call for the 
yeas and nays after the decision is announced. 
The Chair heard no demand for the yeas and nays 
before the decision was announced. , 

Mr. FULLER. I wish to inquire, if the House 
refuses, to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, what will be the business 
first Mm order ? 

The SPEAKER. 
reports, 

Mr. FULLER. ThenI hope the House will 
not go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported, as correctly enrolled, House bills 
of the following titles: 

** An act supplementary to an act, entitled * An 
act to ascertain and settle the private land claims 
in the State of California,’ ’’ approved March 3, 
1851; 

‘* An act for the relief of William Blake;”’ and 

‘* An act to confirm to Hercules Dousman bis 
tile to farm lot No. 32, adjoining the town ol 
Prairie du Chien, in the State of Wisconsin.” _ 

Thereupon the same received the signature o! 
the Speaker. 

Mr. TWEED. Are not reports in order from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions? ; 

The SPEAKER. They are not in order until 
the pending question is disposed of. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a report from the Commi!t- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The SPEAKER. It eannot be done unless the 
pending motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole be withdrawn for that purpose. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no objection to 
withdrawing the motion a moment, for that pur- 
pose. i. 


The call of committees for 
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Mr. ROGERS. I now ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make the report. 

Mr. WALSH. How many bills constitute a 
rep wt? 

The SPEAKER. One only. 

On motion by Mr. ROGERS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of John Winslow, Ed 
ward Winslow, and others, asking for compensation for 

volutionary services of General John Winslow, be dis- 
charged from the same, and that it be referred to the Com 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions 

Mr. ROGERS also, from the same committee, 
reported ‘*A bill for the relief of the heirs of Daniel 
Redinger;’? which was read a first and second time 
ly its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. ROGERS, it was 

Ordered, That the same Committee, to which was re- 
ferred the petition and papers of lsaac 8S. Bowman, Wxecu- 
tor of [saac Bowman,a lieutenant, &c., in the revolution- 
arv war. asking for half pay,and other compensation, be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof, and that 
the same be referred to the Secretary of the Interior, for 
liquidation, under the act of July 5, 1832. 

Mr. ROGERS also, from the same committee, 
reported ‘A bill for the relief of Colonel John H. 
Sroneand heirs;’’ which was read the first and sec- 
ond time by its title, referred to a Committee of | 
the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS also, from the same committee, 
reported ‘A bill for the reliefof the legal representa- 
tives of Colonel Willis Riddick, deceased;”’ which 
was read the frst and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
the motion made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. CLineman,] that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The question was then taken; and, upon a divi- 
sion, there were—ayes 42, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ORR. I call for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on [nvalid Pensions. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WALSH. [rise toa question of privilege. 
Itis well known that there is a question before 
one branch of this Congress now, and it is shortly 
expected to come up before this body, which has 
created a great deal of sensation in the public mind. 
Without expressing any opinion upon it, either 
one way or the other, I would like to know, while 
there is such an immense amount of outside in- 
finence brought to bear upon it, whether it is 
proper for distinguished gentlemen, members of 
this House, to be seeking information by commun- 
ion with the other world? {Laughter.}] I under- 
stand that there has been a rule adopted by this 
House precluding the introduction of liquor, and 
I would like to know whether it is proper, in the 
face of that rule, to introduce spirits upon the Ne- 
braska question, as they have been introduced 
down stairs,in a room there? [Great Laughter. ] 

fhe SPEAKER. Reports are now in order 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


; Mr. TWEED, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports in the cases of 
Daniel B, Lewis, Reuben Apperson, and Jobn 
Slevin; which were laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed, 


On motion by Mr. TWEED, it was 


Ordered, That the same committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the case of the widow of Cap- 
tain, Timothy Newman, and that the petition and accom 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Pensions, 

Mr. TWEED also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill; which was read a first and second | 
time by its title, as follows, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, made the order of the 
day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed: 

‘An act for the relief of James M. Lewis.” 


Mr. VAIL, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the following cases; which 
were laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed: 

The claim of Henry Jackson for a pension, on | 
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account of disability incurred in ther Mexican 
war. 


The petition, with accompanying papers, of | 


Charles Bemns, praying for an additional pension, 
on account of services in the war of 1812. 

Mr. VAIL also, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills; which were read a first and second 
time by their titles, as follows, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, made the order of the 


day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed : 


**A bill for the relief of William Mayo, of the 
State of Maine;”’ and 
‘* A bill for the relief of James Walsh.”’ 


Mr. STRAUB, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports in the following cases; which were 
ordered to lie upon the tabie, and be printed: 

The petition of Lee H. Thomas, of Chambers 
county, Alabama, for a pension for services ren- 
dered the United States during the late war with 
Great Britain, and in the Indian war of 1836. 

The petition of Ephraim Sharp, of Dryden, 
Tompkins county, in the State of New York, 
praying for a pension, 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order of 
the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed: 

‘© A bill for the relief of Jesse R. Faulkner, of 
Missouri.”’ 

On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of House bill 
No. 234, entitled “A bill to amend the pension laws 
therein mentioned;’? and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. S. also made adverse reports in the follow- 
ing cases; and the petitions and papers were 
ordered to lie upon the table: 

The petition of J. N. Newton and others, asking 
for the passage of a law providing that invalid 
pensions may be alowed from the time when the 
pensioners became injured, in the service of the 
United States, up to the time when their names 
were entered upon the list of invalid pensions. 

The petition of John B. Smith and others, citi- 
zens of the State of New York, asking for the pas- 
sage ofa law enabling persons entitled to pensions, 
under the act of April 24, 1816, to receive said 
pensions from the time of the passage of said act. 

The petition of R. R. Platt, asking for the pas- 


sage of a law placing him upon the pension roll, | 


as in similar cases. 


Mr. CHRISMAN, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports in the following cases; and 
the petitions, with accompanying papers, were 
ordered to lie upon the table: 

The petition of Peter Frost, for an increase of 
pension, dating from the time of his discharge, 
July 1, 1846. 

The petition of sundry citizens of Grand county, 
State of Kentucky, praying that arrearages of 
pensions may be paid to George Williams, who 
was wounded in the war of 1812. 

The petition of Judith Taylor, widow of Cap- 
tain John Taylor, who was killed during the war 
of 1812, for a pension. 

Mr. CHRISMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be 
printed: 


‘A bill for the relief of Albro Tripp. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That fifteen bundred extra copies of the an- 


nual report of the Postmaster General be printed, for the use 
of the Post Office Department. 


BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, joint resolution of the Senate (No. 
6) “for supplying new members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives with such books of 
a public character as have béen heretofore sup- 
plied. 

Mr. C. moved the previous question on the 
resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I rise to make an 


appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. | 
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CuanD.er,] to withdraw the motion for the pre- 
vious quesuon for a few minutes, to enable me 
to submit a few remarks in opposition to this res- 
olution. Iam now, and ever Lave been, opposed 
to this practice of voting money out of the public 
Treasury for the purchase of a private and politi- 
eal library for members of Congress. {| regard it 
as a flagrant abuse; and I trust the gentleman will 
withdraw his motion for the previous question, 
that [ may give the reasons, to my constituents 
and the country, which govern my action. 

A Member. Read the resolution. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution. It pro- 
vides that each of the new members of the two 
Llouses of Congress shall be supplied with the 
same number and description of such books of a 
public character as were supplied to each mem- 
ber of the Senate or House of Representatives 
during: the last Congress, provided they be fur- 
nished by the publishers at prices not exceeding 
those at which they have heretofore been supplied 
for the use of members of eith@r House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is with extreme reluct- 
ance that I, at any time, impose the previous ques- 
tion on any gentleman, and if I could be sure that 
this matter would come up to-morrow morning, 
| would consent to its postponement until then; 
otherwise I cannot do it. 

Mr. DAVIS. [have no objection to that. Let 
it be postponed. 

{Cries of ** Question tale 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam urged by gentlemen 
around me to press the resolution now. I there- 
fore demand the previous question, and leave it to 
the House to decide. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ail I can say is, that I hope the 
House will vote down the previous question, and 
let us discuss this matter. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire some information 
on the subject now before the House. What is 
the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a resolution from the 
Senate for the supply of books to new members. 
It is reported back by the Committee on the Li- 
brary, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I should like to hearit read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, 
unless objection is made. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
again read. 

The SPEAKER. On the third reading of this 
joint resolution, the previous question is demanded. 

The previous question was seconded—107 voting 
in the affirmative; and the main question was or- 
dered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
resolution on the table; and on that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put on the motion to lay 
the joint resolution on the table; and it was not 
agreed to. 

The resolution was then ordered for a third 
reading; and having been read the third time, the 
qrtestion recurred, Shall the joint resolution pass? 

Mr. CHANDLER demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. ’ 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I trust that the de- 
mand for the previous question will be withdrawn 
for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays cannot 
be ordered on the second to the demand for the 
previous question; but they may on the ordering 
of the main question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, 
on the ordering of the main question to be put, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Davis] demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The main question was then ordered to be put 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN demanded the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. EWING demanded tellers on the yeas and 
nays, but they were not ordered. 

Mr. DEAN. 1 move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. EWING. I call for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. I want the yeas and nays, in some 
way or other. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
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to lay the resolution on the table, and decided in the 
negative. 

The question then recurred upon the passage of 
the resolution; and being put, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the resolution was passed, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to reconsider the 
yote just taken, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion was 
agreed to, 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the W hole onthe state 
of the Union. 

Mr. VAIL. I ask for tellers upon that motion. 

"Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vait and 
Drawn appointed, 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—nayes 40, noes not counted. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER resumed the cal! of committees 
for reports. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask now to present the re- 
port of the joint committee appointed by the House 
and the Senate, in reference to the sufferers and 
rescuers connected with the steamship San Fran- 
Cisco, 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be 
read. 

It was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution manifesting the sense of Congress towards 
the officers and seamen of the veseels and others engaged 
in the rescue of the officers and soldiers of the Ariny, the 
passengers, and the oflicers and crew of the steamship 


San Francisco, trom penshing with the wreck of that 
vessel 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of the United States be requested to procure 
three valuable gold medals, with suitable devices, one to be 
presented to Captain Creighton, of the ship Three Bells, of 
Glasgow ; one to Captain Low, of the bark Kilby, of Bos 
ton; and one to Captain Stouffer, of the ship Antarctic, as 
testimonials of national gratitude for their gallant conduct 
in rescuing about five hundred Americans from the wreck 
of the steamship San Francisco; and that the cost of the 
same be paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
Wise appropriated. 

Sec. 2. Resolved, That a sum not exceeding §100,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the President to reward, 
in such manner as he may deem most apprepriate, the of 
ficers and crews of those vessels that aided in the reseue ot 
the survivors of said wreck, and such other persons as dis 
tinguished themselves by offices of humanity and heroism | 
on that occasion; the reward to be proportionate to the 
nature of the eflorts made, and the meritot the services ren 
dered, so tar as the same can be ascertained. 

The resolution was then read the second time. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution contains an 
appropriation, and it must therefore go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know that it provides an | 
appropriation, and that, according to the rules of 
the House, it must go to the Committee of the | 
W hole; but it has been resting so long in our hands, | 
and so many events have transpired since it was | 
introduced to occupy the attention of the House, | 
that | hope the House will give their unanimous 
consent to act upon it at this time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe the rules | 
say, that bills or resolutions providing an appro- | 
preation must have their first consideration in the 
Committee of thes W holeon the state of the Union. 

TheSPEAKER, That is the rule of the House; 
but the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as the | 
Chair understands, is in the act of appealing to the 
House to suspend the rules, by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that the House will | 
consent to act upon the resolution now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania asks the unanimous consent of the ELouse 
to consider the resolution now. Is objection made? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 make the motion, then, 
that the Hlouse make this matter a special order 
for Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. There is already a special 
order for that day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will then say Wednes- 
day next. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimons pleasure 
of the House that the consideration of this resolu- 
tion be postponed to Wednesday next? 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 move its reference to the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with a view to itsconsideration there. 








The SPEAKER. That motion is in order, and 


. willbe entertained. The gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania, however, asks the unanimous consent 
to make the resolution the special order for Wed- 
nesday next. 

Mr. HUNT. I hope that the House will grant 
unanimous consent to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to make his motion. This is a matter 
which properly presses Kself upon the attention of 
the country—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 
gentleman from Louisiana that there is a special 
rule of the House requiring bills or resolutions 
which contain appropriations to be referred tothe 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 
and if any member objects to their consideration 
when introduced, they must go there. 

Mr. HUNT. I was perfectly aware of the 
rule; but there was only one gentleman objecting 
to its consideration, and | hope that he will with- 
draw his oljection. 

Mr. MecMULLIN. IT can inform my friend 
from Louisiana that T was not the only member 
objecting, but that there were several members 
who objected, 

Mr. HUNT. Iam mistaken, then, it seems. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 object to making this matter 
a special order, upon the ground that | endeavored 
to get a bill to authorize the construction of steam 
frigates made a special order, but the House re- 
fused to do it. R 


The SPEAKER. The question now pending 
is upon referring this joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on thestate of the Union. 

Mr. CUTTING. Will the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs inform the House 
what action they had upon this matter ? 

Mr. BISSELL. I will inform the gentleman 
from New York, that the Committee on Military 
Affairs took the subject up with a view of ‘consid- 
ering it; but, upon understanding that the Select 
Committee were about ready to make a report, 
they concluded to defer action until that report 
should be made, in order that there might not be 
any conflict in the action of the two committees 

Mr. CUTTING. 1] would ask whether a report 
has not been made by the Committee on Military 
Affairs upon the same subject, and what disposi- 
tion was made of the bill so reported ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill reported by them 
was passed a few days since. 

Mr. CUTTING. That was another bill. 

Mr. BISSELL. It was the bill for the relief of 
the sufferers on board of the San Francisco, which 
came from the Senate, but which has been sent 
back to the Senate with the non-concurrence of 
the House in one of its amendments. I thought 
that the gentleman referred to the bill rewarding 
the captains and officers of the ships that rescued 
the San Francisco. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to refer the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Therules of the House re- 
quire that all bills or joint resolutions making ap- 
propriations shall be first considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and, inasmuch as this resolu- 
tion makes an appropriation, the Chair thinks it 
is not debatable, but that it must go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and that it may go there 
without the vote of the House. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I desire to inquire if 
it has not been the usual practice of the House to 
allow debate upon motions to commit to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the Chair 
that a bill containing an appropriation cannot be 
first considered in the House, and therefore that 
the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
is not debatable. How far it might be competent | 
for the gentleman to discuss the motion to print | 
is another question; but the rule is quite clear as 
to the motion to refer. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Does the Speaker decide that 
we have no right to debate a motion to commit? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
not in order to debate first in the House any bill | 
containing an appropriation. 

Mr.HUNT. Weare not proposing to debate 
the bill. It is only proposed to discuss the ques- 
tion of reference. When a bill is presented in 
the House, and a motion is made to refer it toa 
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before the House, and is it not subject to dis- 
cussion ¢r 

The SPEAKER. There is no such motion to 
refer to any standing committee pending, that the 
Chair is aware of. , 

Mr. HUNT. I understood my friend from 
Virginia, [Mr. McMutuiy,] to move to refer the 
resolution to the Committee of the Whole; and 
thatit was this motion of reference which the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania proposed to discuss, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
motion cannot be debated, under the 133d rule of 
this House, which is as follows: 


** All proceedings touching appropriations of money shalt 
be first discussed in a Committee of the Whole House.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. It is very evident that if 
this bill is referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, there will be divers 
other shipwrecks before it will ever be reached, 
und any action taken upon it there. I propose, 
therefore, if it be im order, to move to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on the Library. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, but 
the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union takes precedence, and 
must be first put. 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest to my friend from 
Pennsylvania that he can accomplish his purpose 
by allowing the resolution to go to the Committee 
ot the Whole on the state of the Union, and then, 
on Monday next, under a suspension of the rules, 
he can have it made a special order. In this man- 
ner he can insure to it an early action upon the 
part of the House. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. | With that understanding, 
[ have no objection to its going to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. My pnly 
object is to secure for it the action of the House 
at an early day. 

The question was then put upon Mr. MeMut- 
LIN’s motion, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. RIDDLE. I desire to remind the Chair, 
that, in calling the committees for reports, he has 
omitted to call the Committee on Engraving. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Engrav- 
ing is a privileged committee, and has the right to 
report at any time. 

Mr. RIDDLE. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Engraving to report the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Engraving be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to have lithographed 
and printed the maps accompanying the report of the See 
retary of War on the exploration of the routes for the Pa- 


| cific railroad: Provided, That the cost shall not exceed 875. 


The Committee on Engraving thought that this 
was a subject in which the House was very much 
interested, and as the work involves so little cost, 
they authorized me to offer this resolution. 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reported ‘* A bill to provide 
for the completion of certain custom-houses and 
marine hospitals therein mentioned;’’ which was 
read a first and second time by its title, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that the Committee of 
Ways and Means be discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution adopted by the 
grand jury of Philadelphia, with reference to post 
office accommodations in that city. The resolu- 
tion does not appropriately belong to the Ways 
and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 desire now to give the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia [Mr. Cuanpier] an op- 
portunity of moving to refer the resolution to such 
committee as he thinks the proper one. 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HAVEN. It seems to me that it might 
appropriately go to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me to say, that I understand the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads does 
not intend to take any action with reference to 
post office buildings. I can only say that there 


certain committee, is not that motion regularly |! will soon be no accommodation for the Philadel- 








6, 
dis- 


n to 


the 


rom 
he 
and 
ver 
Ss. 
the 
eof 


shall 
1 99 


it if 
hole 
vers 
hed, 
Ose, 
imit 


_ but 
hole 
and 


rom 
Hose 
tttee 
nen, 
les, 
nan- 
) the 
jing, 
ittee 
only 


Ouse 


lair, 


, has 


TTAaV- 
ht to 


‘ 
om- 
‘eS0- 


I they 
phed 
Sec 
e Pa- 
| R75. 
this 
nveh 


ost, 
tion, 


ittee 
vide 
and 
was 
ed to 
r the 


ee of 
rther 
> the 
post 
solu- 


pays 


ren- 
1 Op- 
such 


2e On 


night 
it OF- 


from 
d the 
does 
re to 
there 
adel- 





ft 
4 
® 
F 
7 


= 


1854. 


phia post office, as there is not room for it in the 
building in which it is at present situated. 

| sent some memorials on this subject to the 
Committee on the Judiciary recently, and perhaps 
this resolution had better go to that committee also. 
] move that it be so referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back House bill (No. 47) 
‘+s making appropriation for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending 30th June, 
1855;’’ with a recommendation that the Elouse dis- 
agree to the amendments proposed by the Senate 
to the bill. ; 

The bill and amendments were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HAVEN. Has the bill making appropri- 
ation for custom-houses and marine hospitals been 
referred ? 

The SPEAKER. It has been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. HAVEN. Then I desire to say to the 
Chair that I will withdraw the motion which I 
submitted yesterday, to reconsider the vote by 
which the deficiency bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. If there be no objection, 
however, the gentleman will have leave to with- 
draw the motion. 

No objection being made, the motion to recon- 
sider was then withdrawn. 

Mr. MACE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill ‘for the relief of General John 
E. Wool:”’? which was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, together with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MACE, from the same committee, reported 
a bill ** for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Colonel Francis Vigo, deceased ;’’ which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred to a | 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. EDGERTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of A. 
F. Clifton, made an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to lie upon the table, and be printed. 


Mr. EDGERTON, from the same committee, 
reported back bill of the Senate ‘* for the relief of 
Priscilla C. Simonds ;’’ with a written recom- 
mendation that it be rejected. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, together with the accompanying re- 
port, was ordered to be printed. ‘ 

Mr. EDGERTON. I am also directed, by the 
same committee, to report the following resolution: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to John Lee, $250; it being the sum with- 
held from him by Richard M. Young, when elerk of this 
House. 


The question was put, and the resolution was 
adopted. 


" | 
On motion by Mr. CURTIS, it was 
_ Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of Allan Mead 
and others, asking compensation for losses sustained by 
John Mead, during the war of the Revolution; and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. CURTIS, it was 


_ Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of John Bald- 
win, asking for the payment of a balance under a contract 
with the Navy Department; and that it be referred to the 


Commitiee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LETCHER, from the Committee of | 
Claims, made an adverse report on the petition of | 
John T. Ball, praying for extra pay for services | 
rendered in the office of the Clerk of the House | 


of Representatives; and it was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Mr. FULLER. Iam directed by the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce, to report back, with certain 
amendments, Senate bill (No. 39) ‘to extend the 
warehousing system, by establishing private 
bonded warehouses, and for other pu rposes.”” And 
I am directed to ask that the bill and amendments, 
and the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
together with the letter of the collector of customs | 


1. . 
ing hour expired ? 


of New Orleans accompanying them, be printed; 
and that the bill and amendments be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. FULLER. I now move to reconsider that 
motion, and | ask to make a word of explanation 
whyI do so. When the billand amendments and 
letters are printed the House will see that there is 
a necessity for immediate action in the matter. 
And after they have been printed I propose, at 
the proper time, to call the attention of the House 
to the matter, and to ask for its consideration. 


Mr. DUNBAR. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to report back, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, Senate bill (No. 55) ‘*to 
extend the limits of the port of New Orleans.”’ 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gen- 
tleman make in reference to it? 

Mr. DUNBAR. [ask that the bill be put upon 
its passage. There will be, I believe, no objec- 
tion made to it. I request that the bill be now 
read. 

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: 

** That the port of New Orleans be so extended as to em 
brace the right bank of the Mississippi river for the same 
distance up the said bank as it now extends on the left 
bank.”? 

The bill was then ordered for a third reading; 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. DUNBAR, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred Llouse bill No. 113, upon the same subject, be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that the same 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. MILLSON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass, Senate bill (No. 50) ** for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Noah Miller, of Lin- 
colnville, in the State of Maine, and for the relief 
of other persons.”’ 

The bill was ordered to lie upon the table, and 
the report to be printed. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Has the morn- 
The SPEAKER. It has. eB 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 
The question was put, and the motion was | 
agreed to. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. Oxps in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the business be- | 
fore the committee was the consideration of House 
bill (No. 37) “to encourageagriculture, commerce, 
manufactures, and all other branches of industry, 
by granting to every man who is the head of a 
family, and a citizen of the United States, a home- 
stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land out 
of the public domain, upon condition of occu- | 
pancy and cultivation of the same for the period 
herein specified;’’ and that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] was entitled to the | 
floor. 

Mr. BOYCE addressed the committee on the sub- 
ject of the tariff. He advocated such a system as 
would impose the least amount of taxation upon 
the people possible by which the Government could | 
be supported. He maintained, that any tariff sys- 
tem which cherished and protected one branch of | 
industry at the expense of others was unconsti- 
tutional. He was opposed to the principle of levy- 
ing upon the people a tax to build up any system 
of manufacture which was in itself unprofitable; 
and maintained that the proper principle of econ- 
omy for the United States was to buy in the cheap- 
est market and sell in the dearest. 

[The speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, here obtained 
the floor. 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman from Georgia 
is laboring under ill health, and, with his permis- 
sion, I will move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. With the indulgence of 
the House, the Chair would suggest that the gen- | 
tleman from Georgia, being in ill health, desires 
to speak the first thing to-morrow morning. If 
he will give way, other gentlemen can occupy the | 
floor this afternoon, and, by unanimous consent, | 
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the gentleman from Georgia can have the floor 
to-morrow morning. 

{Cries of **Yes!”’ ‘* Yes!”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would sugges: 
that to-morrow is private bill day, and private biil 
days are excepted out of the'special order. Yet, 
if they think proper, the House can go into com- 
mittee, notwithstanding. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I am perfectly willing to 
yield the floor, with the understanding that the 
next time the House goes into committee | shall 
have the floor upon this bill. 

(Cries of ** Agreed !"? ** Agreed !’"] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, 
that understanding will be considered as the 
pleasure of the House. 

No objection being made, Mr.Sreruens yielded 
the floor, and , 

Mr. SAPP obtained it, who addressed the com- 
mittee in favor of the homestead policy, maintain- 
ing that it was constitutional and wise. [This 
speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Having concluded— 

Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 

Mr. DEAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia 

yield the floor, to enable me to make a motion. 
' The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Kenrr,] that the gentleman from Georgia is entitled 
to the floor, and has, in consequence of indisposi- 
tion, postponed addressing the House until to- 
morrow morning. That gentleman will therefore 
be heard first to-morrow; but as the gentleman 
from North Carolina has now obtained the floor, 
it will be given to him next after the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The question was put, and the motion was 


acreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
(Mr. Oxips) reported to the House that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, 
according to order, had under consideration the 
Union generally, and especially House bill No. 
37—being the homestead bill—and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly adjourned, at half-past 
hree o’clock, p. m , till to-morrow. 


l move that the House do 
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Prayer by Rev. Wittiam EH. Mirevrn. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask leave to withdraw from 
the files of the Senate the memorial of Charles 
Evans and others, for losses sustained by the oc- 
cupation of their land by troops of the United 
States in 1814. 

The PRESIDENT. 
can be entertained. This is private bill day. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope ee Senate wil grant 
me unanimous consent to have these papers with- 
drawn, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. PRATT. Now let us go on with private 
bills. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be any objection 
the Chair cannot entertain any motion in refer- 
ence to any business except private bills. 

Mr. PRATT. If weareto take up the Private 
Calendar we hed better proceed vith it at once. 
If on the other hand, it is the desire of the Senate 
not to proceed with private business, we had 
better take up the special order immediately. 

Mr. PETTIT. I wish to make some reports 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PRATT. The ruleis that the Private Cal- 
endar shall be taken up to the exclusion of all other 
business, 

Mr. PETTIT. I wish to know what the rule 
is—whether it applies to the Private Calendar 
alone, or to private bills? 

The PRESIDENT. The rule is as follows: 


Resolved, That for the reeidue of the present session 


No motion of the kind 
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every Friday shall be set apart exclusive for the considera 
tion of private bille on the general orders of the day ; and 
that on the first Friday of every month, no such bill shall” 
be taken up to which there may be objection, or the consid 
eration of which may lead to debate. 

Mr. FOOT. I do not propose to commit any 
breach of the rule, but I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate, and their unanimous consent, to allow me 
to make a report from the Committee on Public 
Lands, which I had not the opportunity to make 
yesterday morning. It is important that the re- 
port should be presented now. It is a railroad 
bill. I desire to have it deferred for consideration 
until Monday morning with the other bills which 
have been assigned for that day. 
will be no objection to that, 

Mr. PRATT. I feel very reluctant to do an 
act of dj courtesy towards any one. Such is not 
my intention certainly. But the rule of the Sen- 
ate is that to-day is to be exclusively occupied in 
the consideration of private bills which have been 
heretofore reported, and are upon the Calendar. 
Now, sir, if it be the desire of the Senate that we 
shall depart for to-day from that rule, well and 
good; butif we are to proceed with the Private 
Calendar, let us commence at once. 


1 presume there 


Kor the last 
two or three Fridays the consideration of private 
bills on the Calendar has been broken in upon. I 
hope my friend from Vermont [Mr. Foor] will 
not suppose that it is from any indisposition to 
indulge him in reporting his bill that I object. 

Mr. FOOT. Certainly vot. 

The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, 
the Senate will now proceed to the consideration 
of private bills. 

Mr. SHIELDS, I desire to inquire whether 
the rule excludes the introduction of private bills? 

The PRESIDENT. It does. It excludes 
everything but the consideration of private bills 
on the Calendar. 


HODGES, LANSDALE, AND JOHNSON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resummed the consideration of the bill reported from 
the Committee of Claims, for the relief of Hodges 
and Lansdale, and of the legal representatives of 
Rinaldo Johnson, and of Ann E. Johnson, de- 
ceased, 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- | 
cer of the Treasury to andit their claims for 
tobacco destroyed by the British in 1814, at the | 
warehouses at Nottingham and Magruder’s Ferry, 
Prince George’s county, Maryland, and from | 
such competent proof as may be exhibited to 
them, within six months after the passage of the 
bill, ascertain the quantity and value of the tobacco 
so destroyed, and pay the amount. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to make some re- 
marks upon the bill. Before doing so, | ask for 
the reading of the report of the Committee of 
Claims. 

‘The report was accordingly read. 

Commodore Barney, in 1814, commanded the 
United States flotilla, designed by the American 
Government to protect the Chesapeake bay and | 
its tributaries from the naval force of the enemy. | 


To prevent the capture of the vessels under his 


command, he was compelled to abandon the Ches- 

apeake, and was induced to sail up the Patuxet 

river, one of its tributaries, with the hope that | 
the British would be unable, or at least unwilling, | 
to follow with their larger vessels. This expect- 
ation, however, was not realized. He was pur- 
sued by the enemy, and was compelled to blow 
up his vessels to prevent theircapture. From that 
period the Patuxet river was occupied by the naval | 
forces of the enemy, and became the point from 
which various military expeditions were ordered 
against the surrounding country, terminating with | 


the capture of Washington, and the burning of || 


the Capitol. General Winder was placed in com- 


called out to resist the landing of the British forces, | 
and for a considerable period were successful; in | 
several instances in preventing the landing, and in | 
ail instances in driving the enemy back to their 
vessels. : 

Two public warehouses had been erected many 
years before this period, upon the margin of the | 
Patuxet, for the inspection and deposit of the 
tobacco grown by the citizens of Prince George’s 


chants who had purchased it for shipment; and 
the tobacco for which remuneration is now claimed 
by the petitioner, R. Johnson, had been deposited 
in the warehouse at Magruder’s Ferry, and the 


| tobacco for which payment 1s asked by Hodges 


& Lansdale was deposited in the warehouse at 
Nottingham. The warehouse at Magruder’s 
Ferry was burned by the British, with all the to- 
bacco it contained; and all the tobacco in the 
warehouse at Nottingham was either taken away 
or burned by the enemy. 

The petitioners could not have claimed indem- 
nity under the general laws of 1816 and 1817, be- 
cause the relief designed to be atforded by those 
acts expressly and exclusively applied to injuries to 
real prope rly. 

The committee, however, were unable to recog- 
nize the force or propriety of the distinction which 
makes the United States liable for real property de- 
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stroyed by the enemy, and which exempts the | 


Government from liability for personal property de- 
stroyed under the same circumstances; and they 
were of opinion that the United States should be 
held liable to reimburse her citizens, whenever 


| private property has been (in accordance with 
| the usages of civilized wartare) destroyed by a 
| public enemy, because of its use for military pur- 
| poses by the authority of an officer or agent of the 


Government. 

In reference to the warehouse at Magruder’s 
Ferry, it appears that a considerable American 
force was stationed behind it. Being filled with 
tobacco, it afforded complete protection against 


the cannon of the enemy; and a battle was fought | 


with the British vessels, which continued until 
the ammunition of our troops was exhausted, and 
they were consequently obliged to retreat. Upon 
the retreat of the American force, the British 
landed and burned the warehouse, with the to- 
bacco of the petitioner, R. Johnson, and others 
therein contained, 


In regard to the tobacco de- | 


stroyed at the Nottingham warehouse, it appears | 


that this warehouse was for a considerable time 


| the depository of the military stores intended for | 
the use of the militia employed in the defense of | 
this exposed section of Maryland; and that upon | 





county—one at the village of Nottingham, the | 


other at Magruder’s Ferry. These houses were 
in 1814 filled with hogsheads of tobacco, the prop- 


erty of the planters of that county, or of mer- 


it 
i} 


' 
i 


one occasion the tobacco was rolled, by the direc- 
tions of the officer in command, from this house, 


with which a breastwork was formed, from be- | 


hind which the enemy were fought and repulsed. 
{It also appears that when the enemy subsequently 
landed and proceeded to Washington, they de- 
stroyed or took away all the tobacco deposited in 
this warehouse, which belonged to the petitioners, 
Hodges & Lansdale, and others. 

There are many precedents-to show that the 
Government have paid for personal property de- 
stroyed under similar circumstances. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, it strikes me 
that that bill carries the principle of indemnifica- 
tion very far; much further than any general law 
can carry it. ‘The accidents of war are such that 
no nation can, in my opinion, indemnify private 
individuals for all the losses that occur. Now, the 


principle of that bill, if carried out, would require | 


the Government, in case a city is bombarded, and 
yroperty in that city is destroyed by such bom- 
vardment, to indemnify the citizens who suffer 
losses in consequence of it. 

I do not believe that principle could be main- 
tained in any country. There are certain cases 
where a Government is bound to make up for 
losses—that is, where the Government itself takes 
possession ofa house. A general law provides for 
that, or where the Government troops take posses- 
sion of a house, and for the time being convert it 
into a fortification, and in consequence of such 
occupation the house is destroyed. Then the Gov- 


ernment ought to make up for the loss; but when | 


| itis one of the inevitable and unavoidable casual- 
mand of this military division; the militia was || 


ties of war, such as the destruction of a city, or 
the destruction of property by an enemy, then | 
hold the Government is not bound to make up the 
loss. 


W hen war is carried into a country, the citizens 


of that country must share a portion of the calam- || 


ities of that war. The Government cannot indem- 
nify all those who may by possibility suffer a loss. 
No Government does. 

W hat has struck me in this bill is the length to 
which the principle will carry indemnification. If 
we act upon the principle, and an enemy should 


| bombard any of our cities, as the Americans bom- 





_ Feb. 17, 


and the duty of the Government to make up the 
losses of private citizens who suffer in conse. 
quence of that bombardment. It seems to me, no 
Government could indemnify them. It may be 
such that it would be impossible for any exchequer 
to meet the demand. I only mention this because 
the bill seems to carry the principle too far, 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Sewarp] proposes at one o’clock 
to request the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation ofthe Nebraska bill. If that be so, it would 
be idle for me now to go into the discussion of the 
principles connected with this claim. 

This claim, in common with a-great number of 
others, was referredto me when | became a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Claims at the first ses- 
sion when I was a member of this body. After 
viving to these cases the best consideration which 
1 could, | madeup my own opinion against them, 
though my view was contrary to that of the ma- 
jority of the committee; and | wish now to assign 
at length, as the principles of this bill embrace 
class of cases, my reasons for opposition to the 
whole. I wish to discuss the principles upon 
which the bill is framed, and the application of the 
facts which are proved in the case to the principle 
upon which the bill is said to be founded. It will 
take some time, probably, to do that; and if the 
discussion is to be interrupted at one o’clock, | 
should think it would be almost useless for me to 
attempt to proceed now; but if, on the contrary, 
it is intended to devote this day entirely to private 
bills, | am perfectly ready and willing to go on. 

I only wish to know what the sense of the 
Senate is as to this point. The Senator from 
New York is under the impression that, at one 
o’clock, he will be permitted to proceed with his 
remarks on the Nebraska bill. If that is the case— 
if itis the understanding of the Senate that the 
discussion of the Nebraska bill shall be resumed 
at one o’clock, | presume it will not be proper to 
go on with the discussion of this bill now. I think 
it would be more agreeable to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland, [Mr. Prart,] who takes a 
different view of the case from what I do, not to 
devote a portion of the day to a partial discussion 
of this matter, and then postpone it. I desire to 
know the sense of the Senate upon that point, be- 
fore going on with any remarks which | may have 
to make, and which will probably be somewhat 
enlarged. With a view to test the sense of the 
Senate, I move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I supposed that this ques- 
tion was settled when the Senate met this morn- 
ing—that this day, under the rule, was to be 
devoted exclusively to the consideration of private 
bills on the Calendar. If, however, there was a 
general understanding to the contrary yesterday, 
[ yield to that understanding. I do not wish to 
interpose a single objection to what is the general 
sense of the Senate. I never will do that. I do 
not think it is right, when a large majority of the 
Senate desires to proceed with any measure of 
public business, for me to interpose my single ob- 
jection. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to have the yeas and 
nays upon the motion to postpone, so as to ascer- 
tain whether it is the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before the vote is taken on the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware, | wish to 
say that I think this bill passed the Senate after a 
full discussion at the last session of Congress. 
The sense of the Senate was then ascertained 
upon this particular bill; but there may be some 
change of opinion since that time, and Senators 
may desire to express the reasons for that change 
I should like, however, before the question is 
taken upon the pending motion, to call the atten- 


| tion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Saiexps] to 


a feature in this case, differing from the principle 
which he thinks it involves. I am confident that 
if he looks into the facts of the case he will not 
only change his views, but will vote for the bill. 
Mr. PRATT. He voted for it last year. __ 
Mr. ADAMS. I have not investigated this 
clair at this session of Congress; but, if I recol- 
lect it aright, from what occurred at the last ses- 
| sion, I think it is not one of that class of cases to 
'which the objection of the Senator from Illinois 
_would apply. The principle on which this bill is 
reported is this: The property proposed to be 


|| paid for by the bill was used ae a means of de- 


barded Vera Cruz, it will become an obligation || fense, and the proof shows that it was destroyed 
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a 7 » as cisic ande - ‘ » open « relve . 
by our troops as a means of defense. of the said decision and convention, the sum of twelve hun 
— t an th . dred and four thousand nine hundred and sixty dollara, cur 
Chat is my recollection of the nature of the |) rent money of the United States, in lieu, of, and in full and 


claim, and itis the reason why itis taken out of complete satisfaction for, all sums claimed or claimable from 
the exception for which the Senator from Lilinois |} Great Britain, by any person or persons whatever, under 
; : - 1s the said decision and coavention,”’ 
contends. [am confident it does not gome within || '* *#!4 decision and coavention. 
the rule laid down by him; and if he finds that I Now, sir, the money which was thus received 
. ¢ . e.s T . ran a >. me 

am riht in this, | know his generous disposition || by the United States from Great Britain, was ap- 

will induce him to vote for the bill if it is right plied exclusively in the payment for slaves taken, 
rhe veas and nays were ordered. [ believe, from Maryland and Virginia alone, du 
att d : . . vw - . 

ring the war of 1812. The article of the treaty ot 

Ghent, and the decision of the Emperor of Russia, 

’ : 

applied as well to all other property as to slaves. 

ry °° . eo , - 

The decision 6f the Emperor of Russia was: 


Mr. PRATT. I imagine, sir, that private 

ns will have to yield to the public business of 
the Senate; and therefore that this bill will not be 
discussed to-day. In justice to the claimants, and 
to those who under this bill stand in the same posi- 
tion, it may be appropriate that I should give 


“That the United States of America are entitled to a 
just indemnification from Great Britain, for all private prop 


: I ore | erty carried away by the British torces, and as the question 
some of the facts of the case, so as to disabuse regards slaves more especially, for ali such slaves as were 
! 


the mind of my honorable friend fram Illinots, ,| carried awa by the British forces, from the places and ter 
Vir. Sureips,] and those who have heard his || ™tortesot whieh the restituuion Was stipulated by the treaty, 
. in quitting the said places and territories. 
eech. 
{T, ler the ceneral law of 1816, the Government Here, then, was the consequent obligation on 
of the United States bound itself to pay for all the part of the British Government to pay, not 
} esand buildings which were destroyed by the merely for slaves, but for all property taken away 
enemy, where the destruction was caused by the | by the British during the period of that war; 
oecupaney of such houses by the military forces || and when the United States received $1,204,960, 
the United States, or the avents of the United || and obliged themselves to settle with the Ameri- 


‘ 
States. The principle of the present bill is, that || can citizens for all the property which was taken, 
the Government Is equally bound to pay for per- they placed themselves, in reference to the claims 
roperty, where that personal property was || under the treaty at Ghent, precisely in the posi- 
richtfully destroyed by a foreign enemy, in accord- tion which they occupied in reference to the claims 
“e with the usages of civilized warfare, in con- || for spoliations committed by the French prior to 


pUence of its user by the officers or Army of the 1800. 
United States. The committee who reported the [ have made these remarks because I thought it 
bill, as they state in the report, have been unable || was necessary to disabuse the mind of my honor- 
to comprehend a difference between an obligation || able friend from Illinois of the false impression 
y fora house which is destroyed, because that || which he has taken in reference to the facts of this 
house is occupied by the Army of the United | case. My recollection is, that after the discussion 
States, under the authority of the Government, || of last year, my honorable friend went with me 
and the obligation to pay for the personal property | in voting for this bill. I know that my friend 
of an American citizen which is destroyed with | from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] who expressed, in 
the house. 3 his seat, his concurrence with the views of the 

Now, if the committee are right, I would ask | Senator from Illinois, did vote for it. The prin- 
my honorable friend (between now and the next ciple in the bill is simply that personal property 
day when private bills shall come up) to consider should be paid for as well as real property, when 
whether he ean form in his own mind a distinction | destroyed under the same circumstances. If this 
hetween the obligation to pay for personal prop- || were real property, the Government, under the 
erty which happens to be in a house occupied | law of 1816, would be obliged to pay for it. If 
by the American forces and destroyed in conse- | my friend can draw a distinction between the ob- 
quence of such occupancy, and the obligation to | ligation to pay for property destroyed in a house, 
pay for the house itself. and the obligation to pay for the house ilself, it is a 

Again, sir, | desire to throw out another view || distinction which | cannot draw or understand. 
ofs this question for my honorable friend from Mr. SHIELDS. I will examine the facts in 
Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] that he may consider it. this case*between now and next Friday, and it is 
‘The tobacco claimed by one of the parties to be | very likely | may change my view of the subject. 
paid for was taken away by the British after their If I find that the bill comes within the principle 
retreat from the city of Washington. The other || which I have laid down as the correct principle, | 
was destroyed. My honorable friend from Dela- | shall vote for it; but it struck me, on hearing the 
ware voted the day before yesterday, and always reading of the report, that it did not come within 
has advocated, the payment of the claims for that principle. The true principle I take to be 
French spoliations. I see that he smiles with in- | this: A Government pays for property which 
credulity at the idea that there is any analogy itself destroys, or which itis the cause of being 
between the two cases; but I desire him to con- | destroyed. 
sider this view. s Mr. PRATT. That is it. 

Under the treaty of Ghent, Great Britain obliged || Mr. SHIELDS. But it does not pay for all 
herself to pay for the property of citizens of the || property destroyed by the enemy. If the bill 
United States taken away by the British army. | comes within this principle I shall vote for it. 

The two Governments were unable to agree in Mr. BAYARD. Though the case is to go 
reference to that subject, and the whole question | over until next week, Il cannot allow the remarks 
was referred to the Emperor of Russia. That | of the Senator from Maryland to go without some 
potentate decided, that under the first article of the | additional ones from me. 1 think the distinction 
treaty of Ghent, Great Britain had obligated herself || very obvious between the principle on which 
to pay for all the property of citizens of this coun- | the claimants for French spoliations are entitled 
try which was taken away by her forces at the | to relief from Congress, and the principle upon 
end of the war, or during the war of 1812-1814. which the class of cases now before you, under 

After this decision of the Emperor of Russia, | the treaty of Ghent, rests. It seems to me so; 
a convention was held between the two Govern- || and I think I can show by previous repeated re- 
ments of the United States and Great Britain, by || ports of committees—for 1 do notrely on my own 
which the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent, as || opinion alone—that the distinction to which the 
decided upon by the Emperor of Russia, were Senator from Maryland objects has been recog- 
altered to this extent: Great Britain acreed with nized, and recognjzed on prinziples, | may say, 
the United States, in lieu of this general obliga- || incontrovertible as between real and personal pro- 
tion, to pay for all property taken away, to pa perty. 
the gross sum of about $1,400,000 to the United I may mention one ground of distinction which 
States, and the United States, in consideration of | has been taken, and which applies to the whole 
the receipt of that amount of money, agreed to || class of cases. It is this: The principle on 
pay its citizens for all property which had been || which you give relief at all in such cases is, that 
taken away; which, under the first article of the || where the enemy destroys property according to 
treaty of Ghent and the decision of the Emperor || the usages of civilized ‘warfare, you should com- 
of Russia, the Government of Great Britain was pensate your citizen who suffers by that destruc- 
bound to pay for. The article of the treaty is in || tion, if the destruction has been in consequence of 
these words: your having imparted to that property such a 
oc Ant. 1. His Majesty, the King of the United Kingdom || Character as justifies it. | ena aie 
yt Great Britain and Ireland, agrees to pay, and the United take place as to persona: property at all. It ma y 
States of America agree to receive, for the use of the per- |} asto realty. You may convert houses into bar- 
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by the enemy in consequence of having been used || 20ns entitled to indemnification and compensation, by virtue 


racks; you may make them places of military de- 
posit, and you may justify their destruction by 
the enemy tunuer these circumstances; and then 
you are bound to compensate your own ciuzen 
who sufiers, 

But if you take possession of property for bar- 
rack purposes, or for purposes of military deposit, 
the possession of the Government must be exclu- 
sive In its character, and the individual has no 
right to permit his personal property to remain 
there; and you Impress upon it no eharacter which 
justifies the enemy in its destruction, according to 
the usages of civilized warfare 

This is a principle which | wish to diseuss when 
we come to the discussion of this claim. For the 
present, | adhere to my motion to postpone. 

Mr.PRATT. There is one point which | wish 
my friend from Delaware to bear in mind, and it is 
that this tobacco was taken possession of by our 
army, and with it a breastwork was formed, from 
which the battle was fought. [ withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays, and submit to the manifest 
desire of the Senator to postpone the consideration 
of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT. It willrequire unanimous 
consent. 

There being no objection, the question was not 
taken by yeas and nays. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

JOSEPH CAMPAU. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, the bill for the 
relief of Joseph Campau was read a second time, 
and considered in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to confirm his claim to the tract of land 
oceupied by him, lying in township six north, of 
range seventeen east, in the State of Michigan. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

CONTRACTS ON THE CAPITOL. 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, authorizing a supplemental contract for 
certain marble for the Capitol extension, was read 
a first and second time by its title; and, on motion 
by Mr. Bavaro, referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

JOHN DEVLIN. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the bill for the 
relief of John Devlin was read a second time, aad 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to cause the claim of John Devlin, for ser- 
vices as temporary clerk in the Fifth Auditor’s 
Office, in 1837 and 1838, to be settled, and to pay 
him such sum as may be found due, not exceed- 
ing $1,366. 

lt appears that John Devlin was employed to 
discharge the duties of two regular clerks in the 
Fifth Auditor’s Office who were absent, and 
whose business could not be postponed, and was 
subsequently retained in the office, and usefully 
occupied in the service of the Government for 
thirteen months. The reason why he was not 
paid was, that there was no fund provided for his 
compensation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

JOHN P. M’ELDERRY. 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, the bill for 
the relief of John P. MeElderry was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to cause to be paid to Mr. MeElderry 
$133 33, in full for his services as a clerk in the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks, in the months of 
May and June, 1851. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
emendment, ordered to be engrossed for 1 third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 

IRA DAY. 

Mr. FOOT. I ask the Senate now to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill for the relief of Ira 
Day, of Vermont. It passed the Senate, it will 
be recollected, during the last Congress, and then 
a very full and elaborate discussion was had upon 
it, in regard to the question of the payment of in- 
terest upon the claim, which was then reported by 
the committee. It passed the Senate then with 
the allowance of interest; but the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads have now reported 
sum only, 


\ 
é 


the bill for the payment of the principal 


. without interest. 
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The PRESIDENT. The bill has not 
returned from the printer, and therefore cannot be 
taken up. 


been 


RAILROADS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. FOOT, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was refer- 
red a bill making a grant of land to the State of 
Alabama, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from the line of Georgia, 
attahoochie river, to the city of Mobile, 


reported it without 


on the Cl} 
amendment, and submitted a 
report recommending its passage; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. FOOT. I move that the consideration of 
this bill be assigned for Monday next, in connec- 
tion with other bills of a similar character, which 
have been po tooned until that day. 

The motion wus avreed to . 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Before the Nebraska bill is 
taken up, as I do not see in his seat the honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina, whose special 
prerogative it is to make the usual motion to-day, 
] move that when the Senate adjourn, it be to meet 
on Monday ne 

The motion was agreed to. 

FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. M« KEAN, its Chief Clerk, 
announcing that it had passed a bill and joint res- 
olution of the Senate, of the following titles: 

‘* An net to extend the limits of the port of New 


Orleans;’’ and 
! 


MESSAGE 


** Joint resolution for supplying new members of 
the Senate and House of Representatives with such 
books, of a public character, as have been here- 
tofore supplied.” 

Also, that the Speaker had signed the following 
enrolled bills: 


** Bill to confirm to Hercules L. Dousman his 


title to farm lot No. 32, adjoining the town of 


Prairie du Chien, in the State of Wisconsin;’’ 

‘¢ Bill supplemental toan act entitled ‘ An act to 
ascertain and settle the private land claims the 
State of California,’ approved March 3, 1851,”’ 
and 

‘* Bill for the relief of William Blake.”’ 

INDIANA UNIVERSITY LAND. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Morney, its Clerk, announc- 
ing that it had passed the bill of the Senate to 
indemnify the State of Indiana for the failure of 
title to a township of land granted to said State on 
her admission into the Union,in 1816. 

TERRITORY OF NEBRASKA. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to organize the ‘Territory of Nebraska. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, it is somewhat 
out of order, owing to the derangement of the busi- 
nesa of the Senate this morning; but, nevertheless, 
having received from his Excellency, the Gover- 
nor of the State of New York, the resolutions of 
the Senate and Assembly of that State, remons- 
trating against the passage of this bill, 1 ask leave 
to present them now, and ask that they may be 
read, and ordered to be printed. 

The resolutions were read, and ordered to be 
yrinted, 

Mr. SEWARD then addressed thn Senate at 
length in opposition to the Nebraska and Kansas 
‘Territorial bill, and against any interference with 
the Missouri compromise. [His speech wiil be 
found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. PETTIPF. 1 desire to address the Senate 
on this question, As the day is far spent, I do not 
desire to proceed now; but for the purpose of ad- 
dressing the Senateon Monday next, | move that 
the further consideration of the subject be post- 
voned until that day. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would like to suggest, also, 
that I design to take the floor at an early day and 
address the Senate on this subject, and, with the 
permission of the Senate, | shall be glad to follow 
the Senator from Indiana on Tuesday. 

Mr. DAWSON. I desire to ask whether, if 
we accept the proposition made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, taking day after day in this 
way, when he says he desires to address the Sen- 
ate after another Senator, he acquires any parlia- 
mentery right, other than from our courtesy, to 
the door? I have no objection, of course, to hear- 
ing the honorable Senator— 


Mr. SUMNER. I make the announcement 
only as a matter of notice. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 17, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam H. Mirevran. 


Prayer 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. 


The first business in order 


| 


is upon the motion of the gentleman from Ten- ! 


nessee [Mr. Jones] to lay upon the table the bill 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 
The title of the bill was then read, as follows: 
‘An actto indemnify the State of Indiana for the 


failure of a title toa township of land ®ranted to 


said State on her admission into the Union in 
1816.’’ 
THE NEBRASKA QUESTION. 


Mr. DEAN. I have received, this morning, 
a letter from the Governor of the State of New 
York, transmitting joint resolutions of the Senate 
and Assembly of that State, passed on the 8th of 
February, instant, in relation to the territorial ques- 
tion now before Congress. | ask that these reso- 
lutions, together with the letter of the Governor, 
be read, and that they be laid upon the table, and 
printed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
them. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Let them be read. 

The SPEAKER if there be no objection, the 
resolutions will be read. ; 

Mr. WALSH. lobjecttothereading. I have 
acopy in my possession if any gentleman wishes 
to read them. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hone there will be no 
objection to their reception, and as to the reading 
it is not customary in such cases. 

Mr. DEAN. I believe it is usual to read the 
resolutions of any sovereign State upon any sub- 
ject pending before Congress. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to the reception, and as to the reading it 
is not material one way or the other. 

The SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. WALSH. It is not. I objected to the 
reading, and not to the reception. 

Mr. DEAN. I suppose they may be read by 
the order of the House? \ 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions are received 
by unanimous consent, and it is in order, after 
papers are received, to read them, if desired. 

[Many Members. ‘* Read!” ‘ Read!” 

The resolutions were then read, as follows: 

Resolved, (if the Senate concur,) That we view with deep 
regret, and with unfeigned alarm, the proposition contained 
in a bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska, submitted 
on the 23d day of January, 1454, to the Senate of the United 
States, from the Committee on Territories, whereby it is 
declared that the “ eighth section of the act preparatory to 
the admission of Missouri into the Union, approved March 


It is not necessary to read 


6, 1820, was superseded by the principles of the legislation | 


of 1850, commonly called the compromise measures, and it 
is hereby declared ‘ inoperative’ ”’ that the adoption of this 
provision would be in derogation of the truth, a gross viola 

tion of plighted faith, and an outrage and indignity upon the 
free States of the Union, whose assent has been yielded to 
the admission into the Union of Missouri, and of Arkansas, 
with slavery, in reliance upon the faithful observance of 
the provision, (now sought to be abrogated,) known as the 
Missouri compromise, whereby slavery was declared to be 
** forever prohibited in all that territory ceded by France to 
the United States, under the name of Louisiana, whict lies 
north of 36° 3u/ north latitude, not included within the limits 


of the State’? of Missouri. 


Resolved, (if the Senate concur,) That inasmuch as it is 
expressly, and in terms, enacted in an act entitled, * An act 
proposing to the State of Texas the establishment of her 
northern and western boundaries, the relinquishment by the 
said State of all territory claimed by her exterior to said 
boundaries, and of all her claims upon the United States, 
and to establish a territorial government for New Mexico,” 
approved September 9, 1850, as follows, viz: ‘‘ Nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to impair or qualify any- 
thing contained in the third article of the second section of 
the joint resolution for annexing Texas to the United States, 


approved March 1, 1845, either as regards the number of | 


States that may hereafter be formed out of Texas, or other- 
wise ;’? which said third article of the second section of the 
joint resolution for annexing ‘Texas contains the following 
provision: ‘And in such State or States as shall be formed 


out of said territory, north of said Missouri compromise | 


line, slavery or involuntary servitude (except for crime) 
shall be prohibited,” the principle and the application of the 
Missouri compromise is maintained, unimpaired, and un- 
qualified, and that the Legislature and the people of this 
State will hold the application by Congress, of a contrary 
intent, at this time, to be in derogation of the truth, an ar 
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. . Sa ’ 
violation of good faith, and an indignity to u 
of the Union. 

Resolved, (if the Senate concur,) That although t 
ple of the State of New York have abolished 
within their limits, and have thereby expressed their disay 
probation af the holding in bondage of human beings. they 
are not disposed to interfere with the rights of other St ates 
to regulate their internal policy according to their own senen 
of right. But, at the same time, duty to themselves, ana to 
the other States of the Union, demands that when an « fi = 
is making to violate a solemn compact, whereby the polit 
ical power of the State, and the privileges, as well as the 
honest sentiments of its citizens, will be jeoparded and in 
vaded, they should raise their voice in protest against the 
threatened infraction of their rights, and declare that the 
negation or repeal, by Congress, of the Missouri compro. 
mise, will be regarded by them as a violation of right and 
of faith, and destructive of that confidence and regard \ hich 
should attach to the enactments of the Federal Legislature. 

Resolved, (ifthe Senate concur,) That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be requested to Oppose any 
action which shal) look, in any degree, to a repeal or toa 
negation of the binding foree of the provisions known as 


1e free States 


1 neg 


avery 


ise 





' the Missouri compromise, and that they use all honorable 


| bitrary exercise of assumed power, an unjust and uuworthy |) 


efforts to defeat the passage of that, or any other bill vio- 
jJating said compromise, or authorizing or allowing the estab 
lishment of slavery in any portion of the Territories of the 
United States, north of the line established preparatory to 
the admission of Missouri as aforesaid. : 

Resolved, (if the Senate concur.) That the Governor of 
this State be requested forthwith to furnish copies of the 
above resolutions to each of the Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress from this State. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the resolutions, to- 
gether with the letter of the Governor, be laid upon 
the table, and printed. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objected to, that dis- 
position of them will be made. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I do not think it neces- 
sary that they should be laid upon the table, and 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. Is objection made to laying 
the resolutions upon the table? 

Mr. McMULLIN. It was my purpose to ob- 
ject to laying the resolutions upon the table, but 
understanding that such has been the custom of 
the House in similar cases, | waive my purpose. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
it is unanimously ordered that the resolution be 
laid upon the table, and printed. 

Mr. HILLYER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the W hole House 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope that we will take 
up the special order. 

LAND TO INDIANA. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, that the 
first business in order is the consideration of the 
bill, entitled ** An act to indemnify the Staté of 
Indiana for the failure of title to a township of 
land, granted to said State on her admission into 
the Union, in 1816.”’ 

The previous question was demanded and sec- 
onded upon the passage of the bill, but a motion 
was made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] to lay the bill upon the table. By the 
unanimous consent of the House its consideration 
was postponed to this day, and it is, of course, 
the first business in order. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I rise to make a privileged 
motion, and that is, that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I hope the House will not 
agree to that motion, but go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is df the opinion, 
a demand for the previous question having been 
made and seconded upon this bill, that it is not in 
order to go into the Conitaltiee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then the decision of the 
Chair is contrary to the former practice of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the practice indicated by him has always been 
held here. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will remind the Chair 
of a precedent. When what was called Mr. Dory’s 
resolution was offered 

Mr. PECKHAM. I wish to ask the Chair a 
single question. What was the order as to the 
resolutions submitted a few minutes since? 

The SPEAKER. They were laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 we about to remind the 
Chair of a decision upon this point, touching the 
question now pending, which I have no doubt the 
Chait will recollect very well. When Mr. Doty’s 
famous resolution was offered in this House, the 














1854. 


previous question was sustained, and the main 
question ordered to be put, and we then resorted 








to two motions. It was decided by the Speaker, 
Mr. Cobb, that we could not have a call of the 
House, owing to the fact that the previous ques- 
tion was seconded. Motions were made to go into 
the Committee of the Whole, and to adjourn, and 
alternated, and we were kept here until midnight. 


I have no doubt the Chair will recollect that such | 


was the condition of things. It has been clearly 
decided since that time, that a motion to go into 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union, or a motion to adjourn, was in order at 
any time. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a de- 
mand for a call of the House, for instance, is a call 
of the same dignity as a motion to go into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union. 
The recollection of the Chair is, that it has been 
the practice of my predecessors, when the demand 
for the previous question had been seconded, and 


the main question ordered to be put, that it cuts | 


off either one of these motions. 

Mr. CLUNGMAN. The Chair can refer to 
these precedents. ‘The only one I recollect is the 
Doty resolution, in the session of 1850, where 


we sat up until midnight, and it was decided that | 





it went over 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has the main ques- 
tion been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was 
seconded, and the main question ordered, but a 
motion is now pending to lay the bill on the table. 
The consideration of the subject was postponed, 
by unanimous consent, until this morning. That 
is the condition of the question. ‘The Chair is not 
disposed to change the practice either way upon 
this subject, and has not time now to look up the 
precedents. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
think, that [ am not mistaken as to the practice. 

A Member. Read the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The following is the only 
rule which is applicable to the subject: 

50. The previous question shali be in thisform: £ Shall 
the main question be now put?’ It shall only be admitted 


when demanded by a majority of the members present, and 
its effeets shall be to put an end to all debate, and bring the 


The Chair will find, I | 


House to a direct vote upon a motion to commit, if such | 


motion shall have been made; and if this motion does not 
prevail, then upon amendments reported by a committec, 


ifany, then upon pending amendments, and then upon the | 


main question. On a motion for the previous question, and 
prior to the seconding of the same, a call of the House shall 
be in order; but after a majority shall have seconded such 


motion, no call shall be in order prior to a decision of the | 


Inain question.’ 


The Chair thinks that a motion for a call of the 
House is, at least, of equal dignity and equal priv- 
ilege with that to go into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union; and that it can- 
not, therefore, be entertained after the previous 
question has been seconded. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 
rect in what he states as to the comparative dig- 
nity of the two motions, but if he will turn to the 
case to which I have referred, he will find that the 
decision of the Speaker was then the other way. 

The SPEAKER. 
lect what the practice was in the case to which 
the gentleman alludes. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


stated 





Mr. HILLYER, (interrupting.) I call the gen- | 
This ques- | 


tleman from North Carolina to order. 
tion is not debatabie. 
The SPEAKER. 
decision. Does the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina appeal? " 
Mr. CLINGMAN. No,sir; I will notappeal, 
but I protest against the decision of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. If, upon reference, the Chair 
finds the practice of the House has been as the 
gentleman from North Carolina states, he will not 
be disposed to change the practice of the House. 
The question now being upon the motion to lay 


the bill upon the table, it was taken, and decided | 


in the negative. 
The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the following amendment: 


Add the following at the end of the bill: 

Provided nevertheless, That this act shall not take effect 
until the suit now pending in the supreme court of Indiana, 
by the trustees for the Vincennes University vs. the State of 
Indiana, be finally settled ; and unless the decision of said 
suit be in faver of the plaintiff, and shall deprive the said 


The Chair does not recol- | 


If the Chair will turn to | 
it, he will find that the decision was as I have | 


The Chair has stated his | 


The Chair may be cor- | 


——— os Se aaa 
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it 
| State, or those claiming under her, of the township of land, i 
| orthe proceeds of sale thereof, which are the subject of said 





suit: Provided further, That the State of Indiana may 
cause the lands to be selected at once, and that the Secre 

tary of the Interior on being notified by the Governor of 
Indiana, at any time, that a selection of the lands herein 
provided to be donated has been made by the proper author- 
ities of that State, shall therefore withdraw and reserve 
such lands from sale till the termination of said suit. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. Upon the adoption 


of that amendment [ demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. : 
Mr. MILLSON. I demand tellers upon order- 
ing the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 
Mr. ORR. I demand tellers upon the adoption 


| of the amendment. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McMutuw 


| and Puituirs were appointed. 


The question was then put; and the tellers re- 


| ported—ayes 47, noes not counted. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and being engrossed, was subse- 
quently read the third time. 

The question now being, “ Shall the bill pass ?”’ 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the ‘a and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 114, nays 47; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Belcher, Bissell, 
Bliss, Boyce, Breckinridge, Campbell, Carmhers, Cham 
berlain, Chandler, Chase, Clark, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cox, 
Crocker, Curtis, John G. Davis, Thomas Vavis, Dawson, 
Dean, Ve Witt, Dick, Disney, Drum, Dunbar, Dunham, 


| Eastinan, Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, Ellison, Eng- 





lish, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Giddings, Good 
rich, Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Har- 
lan, Harrison, Ilastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hiester, Howe, 
Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy 


| Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lane, Mac- 


donald, McDougall, MeNair, Mace, Macy, Matteson, May- 
all, Middieswarth, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Andrew 
Oliver, Packer, Pennington, Phelps, Richardson, Kiddle, 
David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Russell, Sapp, 
Seymour, Simmons, Gerrit Sinith, William R. Snonth, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. 


| Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Audrew Stuart, David Sinart, 
| John L. Taylor, Thurston, ‘l'rout, Tweed, Upham, Vail, 


Vansant, Wade, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Whee- 
ler, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Yates— 
114. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Bocock, Bugg, Caskie, 
Chrisman, Clingman, Colquitt, Craige, Dent, Dowdell, El- 
liott, Etheridge, Gamble, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hill, Hillyer, George W. Jones, Kerr, Lamb, 
Letcher, McCulloch, MeMullin, Maurice, Millson, Morgan, 
Morrison, Orr, Peckham, Puryear, Ready, Reese, Ruffin, 
Sabin, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, William Smith, Snod- 
grass, Tracy, Walsh, Witte, and Zollicoffer—47. 

So the bill passed. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put on the latter motion, and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the bill been disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to make the title state what 
the act is—that it grants an additional township to 
the State of Indiana for educational purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced, in the 
usual form, that if there was no objection the title 
would stand as it was, and no objection was 
made. The Chair thinks that it is too late to 
amend the title now. 


CORRECTION OF THE OFFICIAL REPORTS. 

Mr. MATTESON. I rise to a question of or- 
der, or rather to a privileged question, and a ques- 
tion of privilege, both. I rise to have the Journal 


corrected—the reports of our proceedings in the 
Globe 


Has the title of 





TheSPEAKER. The Globe is not the Journal 


at all. 

Mr. MATTESON. I speak of the proceedings 
in the Congressional Globe. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is not te Jour- 
nal. [tis no privileged a 

Mr. MATTESON. The proceedings in the 
Globe are published 7 the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order for the 
gentleman to move to correct the Journal which 
was read this morning; but the Globe is not the 
Journal at all, and no privileged question can arise 
out of what the Globe reports—none whatever. 
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Mr. MATTESON. It is a personal matter. 

TheSPEAKER. Then it will be for the House 
to determine whether the gentleman shall be al- 
lowed to make a personal statement. 

Mr. MATTESON. Itisa personal matter, and 
a question of privilege, both 

The SPEAKER. It will be forthe House to 
determine whether the gentleman shall be heard. 

Mr. MATTESON. Is it possible that when 
the official reporters of this House omit a part of 
what occurs here, it cannot be corrected? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Youcan make the correc- 
tion by a note to the editor of the Globe. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The House has nothing 
to do with it at all. 

Mr. MATTESON. I wish to state my point, 
and my question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
question of privilege. 

Mr.MATTESON. On Wednesday last, when 
one of my colleagues was speaking on the other 
side of this House, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Territories interrupted him, and suggested 
that the objection he was making to the bill would 
be obviated by way of an amendment when the 
discussion might come up. Hearing that, I made 
a suggestion to the chairman of that committee, 
with the permission of the gentleman who was 
then speaking on the subject of the Nebraska bill. 
I asked the chairman [Mr. Ricnarpson] if that 
bill would be open to amendment. He at first 
answered me—and so far I speak from recollec- 
tion—that, go far as he knew, it would. I put the 
question to him again, and he answered that it 
positively would. Now, sir, every word of that 
is omitted in the report of our proceedings of that 
day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must annoyrce 
to the gentleman from New York, that there is 
nothing of a privileged character in what the gen- 
tleman has brought forward. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to make a personal expla- 
nation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Marreson,] as the Chair understands 
him, has not asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. MATTESON. In what | have said [ in- 
tended no imputation whatever on the gentleman 
from Illinois. I havesaid nothing which could be 
soconstrued. I have only said that what occurred 
then in this House did not appear in the report of 
the official proceedings. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
titled to the floor ? 

Mr. MATTESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must say to the 
gentleman from New York, that there was nothing 
whatever of a privileged character in the matter 
which he has introduced to this body. Nothing. 
The Chair again states that the Congressional 
Globe is not the Journal of this body; and it is not 
competent, as a question of right, under the rules 
of this House, for the gentleman to undertake to 
correct the report of the speeches made upon this 
floor. There is nothing of privilege in it. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] 
asks the unanimous consent of the House to allow 
him to makea personal explanation. Is that con- 
sent given? 

Several Mempers. Yes, yes. 

Mr. MATTESON. I wish to say again that 
I cast no imputation on the gentleman from Iili- 
nois. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has once or twice 
suggested to the gentleman from New York that 
he can only arrive at the object which he has in 
view by asking the unanimous consent of the 
House to make a personal explanation. He has 
not availed himself of it; and the gentleman from 
lilinois has asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the House to makea personal ex piana- 
tion. The gentleman from Illinois, therefore, has 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will allow the gentle- 
man from New York to make any further state- 
ment he has to make. 

Mr. MATTESON. I repeat, I did not design 
anything offensive to the gentleman from Illinovs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON resumed the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
from New York will be allowed to make the ex- 

i) planation which he desires. 
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VATTESON. 
| or designed no such imputation as he 
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RICHARDSON The gentleman, Mr 
said that, and I ac cept it. But l am 
h his de am 
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r arations. | dealing 
wath the deductions that are to be drawn in other 
quartet) from the statement which he has made 
here 
Mr. Chairman, | presume it has happened very 
often, in the experience of gentlemen who have 
been here for years, that when notes of remarks 
have been sent to a gentleman’s room for correc- 
tion, that they did noth ippen to get into the paper 
of the morning. Such is the case, I state 
upon this floor, in regard to the remarks | sub- 
mitted here the other day. I changed, in a slight | 
} ular only 9 the statement of the reporters, in 
relation to the matter upon which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Fenron] was commenting. | 
So far as the questions and replies between the | 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Marreson] and | 
myself are concerned, the language is left pre- | 
cisely as it came to me, not changed, in any par- 
ticular, from the form in which the reporters took | 
itdown. The notesareat my room. I happened 
to be absent from my room for a short time when | 
‘ame to get them, and the result was that 
hey could not go into the Daily Globe. I intend 
shall go into the Congressional Globe. 
‘he gentleman shall have the full benefit of all | 
that | have said or shall say here. 
| must be permitted here to say, that with this 
matier there seems to me to be a very morbid de- 
sire to magnify this into something of vast import- 
ance, and to give the gentleman some notoriety by | 
calling up somebody for skulking from what they 
if the gentleman had gone to the quar- 
ter where true information could have been had, 
he would have had no business with it before this 
House in this shape. The gentleman makes him- 
self quite conspicuous when he undertakes to de- 
termine what the action of each gentleman upon 
this floor is When he marks out and lives 
up to his own course he will have quite enough to 
do without undertaking the guardianship of me.* 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I now ask that the ques- 
tion be put upon the pending motion, to go tnto 


next 


preabeki 


said here 


to be. 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


i Hmion 

The question was put, and decided, upon a divi- 
sion, in the affirmative—ayes 92, noes not counted. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Ovps in the chair.) 

THE HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, they had under consideration House bill No. 
37, being the homestead bill. The Chair bees leave 
to state, that under the special order this bill 
'*The remarks referred to will be found in the Appendix, 


embodied in the speech of Mr. Fenton, on the Nebraska 
bill, page 158, 


but private bill 


days are excluded from the operation of this order, 


would come up for consideration; 
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sive Lo take up the special order of the day? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The House has 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
Union; and being entitled to the 
right to hold it. 

Mr. EDGER'LTON. i supposed, when the House 
} 


determined lo ¢ 


the atate of tie 


} '.! 
floor, b« 


im my 
o into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, that the homestead bill 
came up as a matter of course, and that we were 
not to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, until I heard the decision of the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave to 
state Lo the committee, that there are two or three 
bills on the Calendar ahead of the homestead bill. 
By unanimous consent they can be passed over, 
and the homestead bill be taken up. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There are no private biils 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
l nion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware that 
no private bill can be taken up in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union last rose, the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. StrerpHENs] was en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. STEPH ENS, of Georgia, having the floor, 
addressed the House on the Nebraska bill, con- 
troverting the ground taken by Mr. Meacuam, of 
Vermont, and Mr. Fenton, of New York. After 
reviewing the ground taken by the former-named 
gentleman he argued that his positions were alto- 
vether untenable. 

Ja 1821, when Missouri applied for admission, 
under her constitution, into the Union, she had 
made no compact or contract whatever in regard 


‘to the existence of slavery within her territory. 


She claimed admission on hér rightas a State, and 
this compact, as it was called, was a mere law, and 
nothing buta law. When Arkansas applied for 
admission into the Union, did the North give her 
sanction to this compact, as it was called? [f there 
was any compact between the North and the South 
in 1820 it was that slavery should exist in the 
South. 

The principle then settled was the principle as 
between Lot and Abraham: ‘* You shall go to the 
North, and we will go to the South.’”’ ‘The first 
State that applied for admission into the Union, 
after this ‘*compromise,’’ was the State of Arkan- 
sas. He had in his hand the vote upon that ques- 
tion, and John Quincy Adams moved to amend 
the proposition, by providing that nothing in this 
act should be so construed as relating to the sub- 
ject of slavery, and eighty gentlemen from the 
‘North voted against it. 

When the gentleman, therefore, from Vermont 
talked to him about compacts, and contracts, and 
honor, he would ask him whether the South kad 
ever proposed to disturb this line? Never, never. 
Every @Hfort in that direction had-come from the 
North. 


promise as being a bond of. union between the 
North and South for thirty years; and who sought 
now to unsettle that bond? ‘The North, the North. 

Well did he remember, and perhaps many gen- 
tlemen here remembered also, that on the 15th day 
of June, 1850, the South had on the floor of that 


They might call him Whig, or Democrat, or R 


The gentleman from New York (Mr. | 
Fenton} had talked about this Missouri com- | 


Feb. 17, 


House offered to continue by this compromise 
Hie well recollected that day; and, but with fey 
exceptions from the North, no man voted to recone. 
nizeit. The South was pressed to the wall, The 
North was unyielding. They would have ‘ a}} oy 
nothing ’’—every foot of territory we had acquired 
from Mexico; and when the South saw that there 
was no faith in the North—he spoke of the Free. 
Soil sentiment of the North—they said, “If yoy 
obliterate all land-marks we must throw ourselyes 
back upon our constitutional rights—the rights 
we possess under the Constitution of the United 
States.’’ 

In 1850 it was solemnly agreed upon that thesub- 
ject of slavery should be taken out of Congress. 


1c- 
publican, or what they pleased, but he would every 


adhere to principle, regardless of names, and tha: 
principle was the right of people to govern them- 
selves. He alluded to the speech of Mr. Webster 
in the Senate, in 1850, when he declared this great 
doctrine, and when it was thought by all that this 
demon of discord was ejected both from the Sen- 
ate and the House. In that year it was solemn!y 
decided, by the compromise measures, that the 
people of the Territories should beallowed to form 
their governments as they pleased, without regard 
tu any restriction, It was on that principle those 
measures were passed; and he claimed, as an 
American, that the North should stand upon that 
principle, and upon that alone. 

He recommended the gentlemen of the North 
to follow the example of that great man when 
Faneuil Hall was closed against him, and he went 
to an open space in front of the Revere House 
and there boldly told an assemblage, of more than 
three thousand persons, that they should conquer 
their prejudices, and fulfill their agreeinent with the 
South. 

He granted that the compromise acts of 1850 
did concede the right to come into the Union with 
or without slavery, and it was enly the F'ree- 
Soilers of the North who desired to discriminate. 
lf ever we were to have repose in the country, it 
would only be when the Free-Soilers of the North 
learned that Congress should not interfere with 
this question, but should leave to the people of the 
Territories the right to do as they pleased. He 
hoped it might be the honor and glory of this 
Congress to give sanction to those principles, so 
recently established, and so nobly sustained. [His 
speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL sought the floor. 

Mr. KERR, (who was entitled to the floor under 
the arrangement entered into yesterday.) If the 
gentleman from Ohio desires to address the com- 
mittee in opposition to the views which we have 


just heard, I will yield the floor to enable him to 


do so, if I canresume it after he has concluded his 
remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the pleasure of the 
committee that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina shall be considered as entitled to the floor 
when the gentleman from Ohio concludes? 

[Gries of * Agreed!” ** Agreed !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from 
Ohio can proceed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will my colleague yield me 
five minutes of his time, to enable me to set the 
gentleman from Georgia right as to an historical 
fact? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I prefer not to do it. 

Mr. PECKHAM. I desire to move that the 
committee do now rise, that we may go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will thegentleman from 
Ohio yield the floor for that purpose ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, sir; 1 cannot. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 1 will not press the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion cannot be 
submitted whilst the gentleman from Ohio holds 
the floor. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Assury Dickins, its Secretary, informing 
the House of, the passage by that body of Senate 
bills of the following titles; in which he asked the 
concurrence of the House. 

‘** An act (No. 92) for the benefit of citizens and 
occupants of the town of Council Bluffs, in Jowa. 

**An act (No. 112) making Brunswick, in the 
State of Georgia, a port of entry, and for other 
purposes,” 

Also sundry private bills.] 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, next addressed the 
Committee. He would yield to no gentleman on 
hat floor in his devotion to the Constitution and 
the Union. He had never been disposed to agi- 
tate this question of slavery, and had never spoken 
about it except when call ed to the stand by the 
-neeches of southern gentlemen. He was surprised 
+ the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia, 
who, on a former occasion, had protested against 

e agitation of this question, and who had now 
made a most thrilling speech upon the subject, 
taunting the North with a breach of faith. 
~ Although he believed that there was nothing in 
the Constitution which authorized the Missouri 

upromise, it could not be denied that there were 

sions in the history of every Government 

shh required the enactment of extra constitu- 

al measures. Where was the authority in the 

Constitation of the United States to annex Louis- 

na, or Florida, or Texas, or to make a conquest 

of ae annex the territory we acquired under the 

treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo? Mr. Jefferson had 

said that in annexing Louisiana we had gone be- 
yond the C onstitution. 

P entered into a relation of the history of the 

itution of slavery in the United States, from 
se irliest period, contending that the framers of 
the Constitution regarded it as an unnatural incu- 

s, and desired that it should never be extended 
beyond its then existing limits. Not one word 
was said in the Constitution concerning the insti- 
tution of slavery; and the framers of the Consti- 
tution not only never looked to its extension, but 
even had an eye to its final abolition. 

He believed that Congress had the power to ex- 
‘Jude slavery from the territories, and such, he 
contended, were the views of Mr. Webster, as ex- 
plained in his great speech of 7th of March, 1850. 
He also quoted the opinions of Mr. Clay, deliv- 

ered in the House of Representatives in 1837, 
which coincided with the views he [Mr. C.] en- 
tertained. [His speech will be found in the Ap- 

endix.] 
Ir. KERR was here recognized by the Chair 
as having the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair weuld remark 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gipprineés,] that 

ita minute and a half of his colleague’s time re- 


lains, 
Mr. KERR. 
loubtless weary 

[Cries of ** Go on!”’ ** Go on!’’] 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. It is too late. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I prefer to hold on to the 
floor, if the committee is about to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have 
but a minute or so, and the gentleman from North 
Carolina can have the floor to-morrow morning. 

Mr. KERR. Ishall not detain the House long, 
and | prefer not to yield the floor. 

[Cries of ** Go on!’ **Go on!’’} 

Mr. KERR then addressed the House. He 
said this question had not been canvassed before 
his constituents before he left home, and he was 
somewhat taken by surprise to find its discussion 
here. 

He regarded the compromises of 1850 as the 
only means on earth by which the two sections of 
the Union could be made to move on harmoniously 
together, and by which the prosperity of the 
Union could be maintained; and, for one, he was 
determined to adhere to them. 

He did not believethat the spirit of the compro- 
mise was violated in the measure which had been 
for several dé ays discussed—the Nebraska question. 
If he thought so, he would be against it. He had 
examined that question anxiously before he made 
up his mind that it was perfectly in consonance 
with the adjustment of 1850. [His speech will 
be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. Will the gen- 
tleman yield to a motion for the committee to rise? 
Mr. GIDDINGS. No; I prefer to goon now. 
I do not propose to detain the committee for more 
than eight or ten minutes. It is not my intention 
to enter into the discussion of either of the ques- 
tions to which the attention of the committee has 
been directed. I shall not even allude to the bill 
now under consideration, although it is one in 
which I feel a deep interest; nor am I about to 
discuss the Nebraska bill. . I rise solely y for the 
purpose of setting gentlemen right upon some 
points of history which, although they may not 


As the House is rather thin, and 


( 





be important in their bearing upon the questions 
now before us, may hereafter be referred to. 

I have taken part somewhat in the debates alluded 
to, and have some knowledge of the histo ry of the 
transactions to which reference has been so fre- 
quently made for the last few days. I will state 
what I believe to have been the distinct under- 
standing of statesmen at the time our treaty with 
France was made, in 1803, in regard to the ex- 


tentand boundaries of the ** Louisiana purchase,” 
to which the compromise was confined. And | 
invite the attention of the learned gentlemen w! 

represent States framed out of that territory, those 
who understand the language in which its history 
is written; and if | am wrong I trust that they 
will correct me. ‘ 

Sir, it seems to me that much of our misunder- 
standing of the su ibject arises from the difference 
in historical views. The French nation claimed 
the territory to what was termed ‘* Louisiana,” by 
right of discovery. 1 wish to bedistinctly under- 
stood on this points that her original title, and her 
only title, was in the discovery of the mouth and 
sources of the Mississippi river; and that such 
title extended, by a rule or comity of nations, to 
the country dramed by its tributaries. That, by 
the disc very and occupation, the British claims 
extended from the Atlantic coast, on the east, to 
that river; and therefore the French claim rested 
solely to the country drained by its western tribu- 
taries. | wish to be specific, - because gentiemen, 
here—and perhaps it is not out of order to allude 
to the other end of the Capitol—have connected Ore- 
gon with the ** Louisiana purchase,”’ ied insisted 
that in attaching the Wilmot proviso to ‘Oregon, 

we denied the validity of that compromis Now, 
I lay it down, that the French nation aaa tit! 
solely by that law or rule among nations whic h 
gives to the Government making the discovery of 
an ‘important river the country drained by its 
waters. By that rule, and by no other, was 
** Louisiana’’ bounded. 

The Rocky Mountains, which bounded the 
tributaries of the Mississipj®, was the western 
boundary of ‘* Louisiana,’’ as understood by the 
French nation, as understood by the American 
nation, as understood by Congress, as understood 
by all our statesmen down to a very recent period. 
This is my view of that matter. | ‘know it to have 
been so understood by leading men of that day. 
In the words of the treaty ceding ‘* Louisiana’”’ to 

, there was no room for misapprehension or mis- 
understanding of the boundaries. It was ** Laie: 
iana, as held by France previously to her ceding 
it to Spain.’ It is, therefore, under the original 
title of France that we hold that country, bounded 
as it was while in her possession. Such was the 
title which we received, and which was held for 
something like sixteen years. 

We held the entire country drained by the 
southern tributarigs of the Arkansas, as well as 
that drained by its northern tributaries. The Mid- 
dle Park, to which allusion has been made at the 
other end of the Capitol, emptied its waters into 
the Colorado, and not into the Mississippi; and 
we had no more title to the Middle Park under the 
‘* Louisiana purchase ’’ than we had to California 
or Oregon. 

I intend to say, the dividing ridge between the 
Colorado and the waters of the Arkansas was the 
bound: ary of that purchase. Now in 1819, when 
the negotiation of the treaty with Spain was en- 
tered into—some sixteen years subsequently to 
the treaty with France, by which we obtained this 
territory—Spain owned the e. country adja- 
cent on the southwest, and then, by the treaty with 
Spain, the boundary between "that country and 
ours was defined and established, without follow- 
ing the lines of the * Louisiana purchase.” 

Here let me call the particular attention of gen- 
tlemen to the fact, that in that treaty we surren.- 
dered to Spain the whole of the country wat ered 
by the southern tributaries of the Arkansas , which 

empty their waters into that river west of the hun- 
dr “edth degree of lon: eitude. That country, which 
constituted a part of the ‘* Louisiana puarchase,”’ 
was given to Spain, and the boundary was estab- 
lished on the Arkansas river, instead of the south- 
ern “* divide”? which separates its tributaries from 
those streams which run south. 

Following the Arkansas to its source, the line 


| agreed upon runs thence due north, until it strikes 


the forty-second degree of north latitude, thus 


| giving to us that tract which Frémont describes ae 


the ** Middle Park,’’ whose waters, as heretofore 
stated, empty into the C rrado i s tract had 
belonged to Spal , until the ratification of « 
treaty, in 1821. It constifuted no part of ** L 
Is} na,’ and did net belong to us when the Mis- 
sourl compromise was adopted: and, of e urse, 





could never have been subjected to that compro- 
mise, Which was confined to the territory ceded to 
us by Frat ; 

> Middle Park was held by S; ain by force of 
the same prince) Ve whicn a rance held $6 Le 


ti x 
ana’—by discovery—claimir x the whole country 
watered by the tributaries of their strea , among 
which was the Colorado. ’ 

Itis also a fact, worthy of note, that our title to 
Oregon was also based upon the discovery of ne 
mouth of the Columbia river, by Captain Grey, 
of Boston; and I think, if gent emen will look into 
the documents, they will find such to have been 
our title, and that by force of this rule Great 
Britain admitted our claim to the wh evion 
north of that river watered by its tributaries 

Now, sir, another historical fact When gen- 


— say it was proposed to carry the Missou: 


imed 
upon this floor. It was here stated that Orecron 


ompro mise to Oregon, thesefacts were proc! 


had no connection or association with * Louis- 
iana’’—that it was entirely distinct, separate, and 


independent of that purchase, tl twe neta it by 
another ttle. I do not now mean to say that no 
one suggested that it was so connected, but I give 


the facts. And when it was proposed, as re- 
marked by the gentleman from Georvia [Mr. 
StrerHens] to-day, that it lay north of 36° 30’, a 
member from my own State, who had served lony 
in these Halls—I allude to Mr V inton—~—arose 
and stated to gentleman here, that the My 
compromise had relation solely to the ** Loutsix 
purchase,’ > and to nothing else And, sir, the 
Wilmot proviso was attached to the Oregon ‘Te: 
ritory, as far as my recollection extends, with 
this express understanding, and as far as | have 
any knowledge of the views of other members 
then upon this floor—it was attached with this be 
lief that it constituted no part of the Louisiana 
purchase. 

I mention these things that members may not 
make mistakes by speaking of Oregon as a part 
of Louisiana. Ido not regard the facts important 
as connected with the present discussion, bat I 
prefer to vindicate the truth of history, and to 
keep our rec ord of transpiring events as ac urate 
as we are able. 

As remarked when I first rose, 1 have no in- 
tention of entering at present into the discussion 
of the question which is now exciting so mueh 
interest in this body, and do not know that I st 
desire to speak upon it, unless the ‘* agitators”? 
become so deeply excited as to require me to pour 
oil upon the troubled sea which now begins to 
rave about us. 

Mr. NOBLE here obtained the floor, but vielded 
to— 7 

Mr. DEA N, who moved that the committee do 
now rise. 


The committee accordingly rose: and the Sneak- 
er pro tempore [Mr. Wricurt, of Pennsylvania} 
taking the chat, the Chairman of the committee 
reported to the House that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, aceordine 
to order, had under consideration the Union ven- 
erally, and was about to say that they had parti 


ularly under consideration the Nebraska bill, but 
that parliamentary forms required him to say it 
they had particularly under consideration H " 


bill, (No. 37,) commonly called the homestead 
bill. ‘ 

Mr. PRESTON. I move that w! en this Hou ” 
adjourns, that it adjourn until Monday next. 

Mr. LETCHER. Upon that motion | call for 
the yeas and nays. There are several gentiemen 
who desire to speak upon the homestead bil 

Only seventeen gentlemen risii 
nays were not ordered, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 demand tellers 
upon the yeas and nays. 

Te lers ‘were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I ask fora division, to see whe 


there is a quorum or not: 


vy, the yeas and 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Pres- 
ron’s motion: and, a division beine had, the 
were—ayes 67, noes 36. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no q 
rum voting. 
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Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

“ Mr. FLORENCE, Count the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ° Upon a division of the 
House, on the question of adjourning over, there 
was no quorum present. J ask the Speaker to 
count the House, and ascertain whether there is a 
quorum present, before we do adjourn over. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is my motion to adjourn in 
order now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
first is to ascertain whether there is a quorum 
pres nt. : 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a point of order. 
i understand, under the rules, that any member 
can move to adjourn, yet the Speaker has come to 
the decision that there must be a quorum present 
in order to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the gen- 
tleraan from Virginia [Mr. Lercner] made his 
question of order, the gentleman from Mary- 
land {Mr. Hamitron] rose to another question, 
and that was for the Speaker to ascertain whether 
there was 6 quorum present or not. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I call for tellers, to ascer- 
tuin whether there is a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
the right to appoint tellers to ascertain whether 
there be a quorum in the House. 

Mr. FULLER. I will save the Chair that 
trouble. The House cannot adjourn over without 
a quorum, The vote which has been taken upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky {[Mr. 
Preston] shows that there is no quorum present. 
[ therefore move that the Honse do now adjourn, 
and | ask that the Chair shall entertain the mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
entertain the motion of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Upon that motion I de- 
mand tellers. 

Mr. PRESTON. I rise toa question of order. 
[ insist that the question cannot be taken upon the 
motion to adjourn while the motion to adjourn 
over 18 pending. 

Mr. FLORENCE. TI call the gentleman from 
Kentucky to order. His point of order has been 
once decided by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order at any time to 
move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. PRESTON. Ifthe Chair will permit me, 
I will state my point of order. I obtained the 
floor, and then made the motion, that when this 
Hlouse adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. There has never been any decision of that 
motion, and, pending it, various motions have been 
made to adjourn. I now demand the Speaker’s 
decision, whether or not I am entitled to have my 
motion first decided by the House ? 

Mr. FULLER. I submit that the qpiestion was 
put upon the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and the Chair announced that no quorum 
voted. That is all the decision the gentleman’s 
motion can have, for less than a quorum cannot 
adjourn over. 

Mr. PRESTON. I demand that my point of 
order shall be decided by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky was entertained by 
the Chair, and put by him to the House; but, upon 
a division, it appeared that there was no quorum 
voting. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Futter} 
then made the motion that the House adjourn, 
which the Chair thinks he was bound to en- 
tertain, and upon that motion the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania demanded tellers. The question 
therefore is upon ordering tellers upon the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. PRESTON. Then I shall be compelled -to 
appeal from the decision of the Chair; for there 
has been no decision upon my motion. 

Mr. LETCHER., ask that the question may 
be taken upon the motion that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
must first be taken upon the appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, ruling that the motion to ad- 
journ is not first in order. [Laughter.] 

* The SPEAKER protempore. Only one appeal 
can be taken at a time. 

Mr. DISNEY. Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that less than a quorum cannot adjourn ? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
made no such decision. 

Mr. DISNEY. I apprehend that two can ad- 
journ as well as two hundred. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no 
doubt of that; but the Constitution provides that 
less than a quorum cannot adjourn for more than 
one day. The question now is, ‘‘ Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House ?’’ 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table, and upon that motion I demand 
teiiers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then put on Mr. FLorence’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. That motion is in or- 
der, and I] demand that it be put. 

Mr. PRESTON. I nowagain submit the point 
of order that my motion has precedence of the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana. I submit 
that a motion to adjourn to a particular day takes 
precedence of a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LANE. Oh, no. 

Mr. PRESTON. Here is the rule. 
Chair permit me to read it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. PRESTON. Rule 48: 

“A motion to adjourn, and a motion to fix the day to 
which the House shal! adjourn, shall always be in order.”’ 

Here is the note to that rule: 

“It has been decided and acted upon, that, under this 
rule, a motion to fix the day to which the House shall ad 
journ takes precedence of a motion toadjourn. The reason 
of this decision is, that before the House adjourned, it was 
proper to fix the time to which it should adjourn. To this 


decision, and upon this reasoning, no objection has been 
made.”’ 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rule which 
the gentleman has read is clear and plain 
{Cries of ** Order!’’ ** Order !’’] 


Will the 


Certainly. 


able? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. LANE. I want to make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana is entertained by the 
Charr in preference to any other. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to ask the 
Speaker one question. I ask him if he did not 
put the question on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Presron,] and if, upon a 
division, there was not less than a quorum voting? 
The Chair announced that fact. Now the Con- 
stitution provides that less than a quorum can 
only adjourn from day today. <A motion was 
then made to adjourn, and that motion was in 
order, the motion to adjourn over having failed for 
want of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to 
adjourn submitted by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Lane] has been entertained by the Chair. 

Mr. PRESTON. Then I now move that when 
this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

At this stage of the proceedings other motions 
were made to adjourn, which were intervened by 
questions of order; and there was great confusion 
in the Hall.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iask what question 
is before the House? Is it the simple motion to 
adjourn, or the motion that when it do adjourn, it 


| adjourn till Monday next? Whatever it is, I move 


that the Speaker put the question quickly and de- 


| cisively. 


The question was then put on Mr. Preston’s 
motion, which was adopted; so it was agreed that 
when the House adjourn, it be till Monday next. 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn, 
which was also adopted. 

The House accordingly adjourned, at twenty 
minutes past three o’clock, to Monday next, at 
twelve o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnary, February 20, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Is the question debat- 


Feb, 20, 
Treasury, made in compliance with a resolution of 
the 28th March last, requesting him to report the 
average prices annually, for the last ten years pre- 
ceding 1853, of the various kinds of iron at the 
markets of production abroad and at home; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of Ag. 


bury Dickins, praying to be allowed the difference 
between the compensation of chief clerk in the 
Treasury and State Departments, and that of the 
head of those Departments, during the time he 
performed the duties of head of those Depart. 
ments respectively, under appointment by Presj- 
dent Jackson; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of East Hamburg, New York, praying that the 
agricultural products of Canada may not be admit- 
ted into the United States free of duty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of New York, re- 
monstrating against the renewal of Cyrus H, 
McCormick’s patent for improvements in reaping 
machines; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a petition of electors of the town of Smith- 
field, and a petition of electors of the town of 
Kingsbury, New York, remonstrating against a 
repeal of the Missouri compromise of 1820; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of electors of the town of Ska- 
neateles, a petition of citizens of Hannibal, anda 
memorial of citizens of the town of Scio, New 
York, remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill, in its present form, to organize the Territory 
of Nebraska; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Fabius, Onondaga 
county, New York, praying that the law organ- 
izing the Territory of Nebraska, may be so framed 
as to prohibit slavery therein; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
voters of Skaneateles, New York, held at Lyceum 
Hall, in that town, February 13, against the or- 
ganization of the Territory of Nebraska, without 
a recognition of the validity and binding force of 


| the Missouri compromise; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 


Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of citi- 
zens of Seneca county, held in the town of Ovid, 
New York, protesting against all legislation tend- 
ing to the introduction of slavery into any of the 
territories of the United States where it does not 


| already exist; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, three petitions of the State of New Jersey, 
and a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the passage of any bill which will 
permit slavery in the Territory of Nebraska, or 
infringe the eighth section of the Missouri com- 
promise act of 1820; which were ordered to lie on 


| the table. 


Mr. EVERETT presented the petition of C. C. 
Beatty, executor of Reading Beatty, a surgeon in 


| the revolutionary army, praying to be allowed ar- 
| rears of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 


_ Also, the memorial of J. Randolph Clay, pray- 
ing that a law may be passed to provide for the 
temporary relief of distressed and destitute Amer- 


ican citizens, otherthan mariners, in foreign coun- 
| tries; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Foreign Relations. 


Also, a petition of citizens of the town of Web- 
ster, Massachusetts, without distinction of party, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill to 


| organize the Territory of Nebraska, or the exten- 


sion of the area of slavery; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Meigs D. 
Benjamin and others, merchants and citizens of 


| New York, praying that the excess of duties paid 
| by them on certain importations made by them 
| under the tariffs of 1824 and 1828, may be refunded 


with interest; which was referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Finance. 


Also, a petition of citizens of the county of 
Monroe, New York, praying that the bounty 


|| Senate a communication from the Secretary of the || land laws may be so altered as to grant a hundred 
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and sixty acres of land to each officer and soldier | 
who was engaged in the war of 1812; whith was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Dutchess county, 
New York, remonstrating against the passage of 
the Nebraska bill in its present form, or any other 

| which may impair the validity of the Missouri 
compromise; which was erdered to lie on the table. | 

Also, four petitions of citizens of Martinsburg, 
New York, praying that provision may be made 
in all treaties with foreign nations for referring to 
the decision of an umpire all questions that cannot 
headjusted by amicable negotiation; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of 
Ralph King, late United States Consul at Bremen, 
praying compensation for services rendered the 
United States, during the years 1851, 1852, and 
1353; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FOOT presented a petition of citizens of 
Hinesborough, Vermont, remonstrating against | 
the passage of the bill, in its present form, to or- | 
canize the Territory of Nebraska; which was | 
ordered to lie on the table. | 

Mr. CHASE presented the following petitions | 
cainst the pessage of the Nebraska bill, and pray- | 
x that slavery and the slave trade may be abol- 
ished wherever the constitutional jurisdiction of 


a 


Congress extends; which were ordered to lie on | 


the table: 

Petition of citizens of New Concord, Ohio. 

Petition of citizens of Martinville, Ohio. 

Petition of citizens of Mahoning county, Ohio. 

Petition of the Kennett Monthly Meeting of the 
relizious Society of Progressive Friends, in Chester 
county, Pennsylvania. 

Petition of citizens of Buffalo, Ilifois. 

Petition of citizens of Morgan county, Ohio. 

Petition of citizens of Somerton, Ohio. 

Also, a memorial of the Board of Trustees of 
the Protestant University of the United States in 
the State of Ohio, praying a grant of public land 
for the endowment of that institution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented additional documents 
in relation to the claim of James Erwin, for him- 
self and heirs of Daniel Greathouse, praying in- 
demnity for losses sustained under contracts for 
subsisting emigrating Indians; which, with his pe- 
tition on the files of theSenate, were referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented twenty-three me- 
morials of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying. that 


suitable accommodation may be provided for the | 


post office and courts of the United States for the 


eastern district of Pennsylvania; which were re- | 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial signed by citizens of Mont- 
somery county, and two petitions of citizens of 
Pennsy!vania, remonstrating against the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise act of 1820; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Also, twenty-nine petitions, numerously signed || 


by citizens of Philadelphia, praying that the 
United States Mint now inthatcity may not be 


removed; which were referred to the Committee | 


on Finance. 
Also, a remonstrance of citizens of Philadelphia 
against the renewal of Woodworth’s patent for a 


planing machine; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Wil- \| 


liam A. Cameron, praying the passage of an act 
for the settlement of the claims of John Denman 
and George Towley, of New Jersey, for cattle 
furnished by them for the use of the Army in the 
revolutionary war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the memorial 
of H. D. Johnson, Delegate from the Territory 
of Nebraska, claiming for the people of that Ter- 
ritory the right to legislate for themselves on the 
subject of slavery, and that Congress should leave 
the question to the decision of their own choice; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented documents in re- 
lation to the claim of Lucinda Morrill, widow of 
Stephen Morrill, toa pension; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROW N presented a resolution of the Le- 
gisiature of Mississippi, in favor of the establish- 


THE 


ment of a direct overland mail route from Gre- 
nada, Mississippi, to Memphis, Tennessee; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, additional documents in relation to the 
petition of Nannie Denman, widow of Lieutenant 
fF. J. Denman; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present the petition of Hall 
J. Kelley, of Palmer, Massachusetts, setting forth 
his services in the colonization of the ‘Territory of 
Oregon, and praying compensation therefor. He 
also prays that the matter may be submitted to a 
special committee. That I shall not attempt to 
ask, but move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

The motion was azreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER also presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Cambridge, Massachusetts, praying the 
reduction of ocean postage to two cents for letters 
weighing not more than half an ounce; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, the following petitions protesting against 
the repeal of the eighth section of the Missouri 
compromise act, or the admission of more slave 
territory into the Union; which were ordered to 
lie on the table: 

Two petitions of inhabitants of Longmeadow, 
Massachusetts; : 

| Petition of citizens of Boston; 

Petition of citizens of Holliston, Massachu- 
|| Setts; 
| Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania; 

Petition of the citizens of Keene and its vicinity, 
New Hampshire; 

Petition of Rev. James Johnston and others; 
and 

| Petition of citizens of Ohio. 

Also, a petition of William B. May and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying the enactment 
of a law authorizing certain invalid pensioners of 
the United States, living in that State, to draw pen- 
sions from the date of the injury received in the 
public service; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of Lewis 
Elwell and others, of Northport, Maine, who 
were detained as prisoners-of-war in Dartmoor 
during the war of 1812, praying compensation for 
loss of health occasioned by their captivity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Maine, praying 
that the benefits of the bounty land law may be 

extended to all who performed actual duty in any 
war of the United States since 1776; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


| 
{| PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On mation by Mr. BADGER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Eneas Munson be with- 
| drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 


| 
] On motion by Mr. SLIDELL, it was 
|| Ordered, That the memorial of William H. Henderson 
|| be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
|| the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


| 
On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 
Ordered, That the pesition of John Hudry be withdrawn 


|| from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs. 


| ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempere approved and 


| signed two enrolled bills of the following titles: 

| An act for the relief of William Blake;’’ and 
| “An actsupplemental to an act entitled ‘ An act 
| to ascertain aa settle the private land claims in 
| the State of California,’ approved March 3, 1851.” 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, to whom was referred the memo- 
| rial of Joseph Smith, assignee of a certain land 
warrant, praying the right to locate a quantity of 
| land therein described, submitted a report, accom- 
|| panied by a bill for his relief; which was read, and 
| passed to a second reading. The report was or- 
| dered to be printed. 

| He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the memorial of John S. Wilson, 
| praying remuneration for a quantity of land pur- 





chased of the United States, and of which he was 
dispossessed, submitted a report, accompanied by 
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a bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. 

‘The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following 
bills from the House of Representatives, reported 
them back without amendment, with a recommen- 
dation that they pass: 

‘** An act for the reliet of Mary Deany;”’ 

** An act for the relief of Aaron Stafford;’’ and 

** An act to provide a pension for Silas Cham- 
pien, of Genesee, State of New York.” 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of George Fitzsimmons, 
praying a pension, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives for the relief of Hezekiah Johnson, of the 
town of Bridgewater, in the State of Vermont, re- 
ported it back without amendment. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills from the 
House of Representatives, reported them back 
without amendment, with a recommendation that 
they pass: 

** An act for the relief of Harriet Leavenworth, 
widow of the late Brevet Brigadier General Leav- 
enworth,” 

** An act for the relief of William B. Edwards.”’ 

He ‘also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mary Carlton, admin- 
istratrix of Moses Cariton, a soldier in the revolu- 
tionary war, praying a] ension, sul mitted a re port, 
accompanied by a bill, for her relief; which was 
read, and passed toa second reading. ‘The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the documents in the case of Leon- 
ard Procter, praying a pension, submitted an ad- 
verse report; which was ordered to be printed 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Benjamin S. Roberts, praying remuneration 
for losses sustained in the Mexican war, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the memoria! of 
Commander G. J. Pendergrast, praying remune- 
ration for expenses incurred for medicines and 
medical aid, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. ‘The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Vr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of cer- 
tain clerks in the Second Auditor's office, praying 
an increase of compensation, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, on the 
ground that one bill had been already passed for 
their relief, and that another was now under the 
consideration of a standing committee with the 
same object in view; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill to re- 
move obstructions to navigation in the mouths of 
the Mississippi, at the Southwest Pass, and the 
Pass a |’Outré, reported it back with an amend- 
ment in the form of a substitute. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHIELDS asked, and obtained, the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill to 
constitute Cairo, in the State of Hlinois, a port of 
delivery; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill to provide for the survey of the 
public lands in the Territory of New Mexico, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time by. its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


THE SAN FRANCISCO. 

On motion by Mr SHIELDS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the message from the House 
of Representatives announcing that they agreed to 
the first and third, and disagreed to the second, 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
for the relief of the United States troops who 

, were cufferers by the recent disaster to the steam- 
ship San Francisco. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate in- 

| sisted on their second amendment, aad asked for 




































































ah et Se es 


~ 


aren 


be 


ESS 
Swit CE Bad fp tase Tans) 


7 


> 


tag 


a pe RS ap RET 


paresis ks 








448 


n conference on the disagreeing vote of the two 


Blo 
dered that 


be appointed by the President pro tempore. 


thereon: and, on | motion, il was or 


- +} . s > 
the conferees on the part of the Senate 


HARBOR AND RIVER IMPROV EMENTS. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. The © 
merce, to whom was rete rred the billforremoving 
of the Mississippi river 
POutré 


ommittee on Com- 


obstructions in the mout! » 


atthe Southwest Pass, and the Pass a 
have 
Aa the 


riatter of importance, laskt 


’ 


directed me to report it with a substitute, 


bill contains but a single section, and 
he unanimous consent 
of the Senate now to take it up for « 


Mr. STUART. I 


friend to postpone the cor 


msideration. 
my hon- 
sideration of the 


shall have to ask 


SLIDELL 
Michigan will his determination 
to oppose the immediate passage of the bill. A 
bill appropriating an amount nearly as large, fora 
purpore mitie h less important and much less na- 
tional, passed the Senate the other day by unant- 
mous without even a report on the 
ject. 1 allude to a bill appropriating $200,000 for 
the improvement of the 
The bill 


league for the removal 


| hope the honorable Senator 


from reconsider 


coneent, sub- 
navigation of the 

just repor! ted by my 
of the obstructions in the 
passes of the Mississipp! is one whisk: | presume, 
will command the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate. [ think there will be no objection to it. Un- 
less, therefore, there be some special objection on 
the part of the Senator from Michigan, | hope he 
will waive his objection. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, if there is one 
thing more unpleasant to me than another, it is to 
interpose an objection when gentlemen with whom 
1 agree in sentiment, or to whom I am opposed, 
desire to doa particular thing. But 1 will say, in 
a few words—for I cannot, of course, at this time 
be permitted to say much to the Senate—that I 
agree, in reference to these appropriations, with 
the gentlemen who are the most liberal under the 
powers conferred in the Constitution. But here 
ia a fact that has met me in the face ever since I 
have had the honor of a seat in Congress, and mem- 
bers of this House, as well as of the other, ought to 
understand and contemplate it. The fact is, that 
there is a very considerable minority of Con- 
gress opposed to river and harbor improvements. 
The rules of the House of Representatives are 
such that that minority there can prevent, when- 
ever they choose, the consideration of a single 
bill; that is, a bill having for its object a single 
appropriation only. Now, if the friends of har- 
bor and river improvements mean to surrender the 
whole thing; if it is the sense of the Senate and 
of Congress to surrender the whole question to its 
opponents, they will fall into this snare of report- 
ing separate bilis; because just so long as they do 
that, and just so long as the rules of the House of 
Re spresentatives remain as they are, one single bill 
cannot pass except as a matter of grace; and when 
you pass a bill as a matter of grace you exasperate 

all the remainder of the c ountry that stands upon 
an equal footing; and it is for that reason that | 
signified, in the committee, my intention, both in 
and out of it, to oppose the passage of separate 
bills. 

Let a bill be prepared, such a one as ought to 
be reported and presented—and I offered a resolu- 
tion the other day with the view to instruct the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate, if the 
Liouse does not act in season, to report—and let 
us act upon it; and I may suggest, in view of some 
past legislation of the Senate, let us act with dis- 
cretion and with prudence, and it can be passed, 
and oucht to be passed. But if separate bills are 
considered, as | have said, they will be lost. And 
IL wil! suggest to the Senate how they will be lost, 
and the nf will consume no more time at present. 

Hy the rules of the House of Representatives, ap- 
propriation bills are entitled to precedence over all 
other business. A bill making appropriations for 
rivers and harbors has been repeatedly adjudged 
by the House to fall within the provisions of the 
rule, and hence in Committee of the Whole the 
majority can take up that bill, whenever they 
choose to act upon it, and pass it. A separate 
bill clearly is not within the rule; it goes upon the 

Calendar; and inasmuch as the discussion in that 
nt in Committee of the Whole permits the 
member speaking to discuss anything he chooses 


Cane 


lear river. col- 


the result is that everything except the subject || 


-any otner, are not 
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sideration is discussed during the whole 


and separate bills of this character, or 
reached. 

fact. A bill was reported quite 
the first the last 4 
Representatives to provide for an 
Mary’s 
‘that C 
was nine months | iong, and we: sat the 
constitutional time of the second session, we did 
not get within sixty of that bill. 

ecollected by the Senator from Missis- 
) {Mr. 


of the Committee on 


i will state a 


early in session of soperess in 
the House of 
appropriation In money toconstruct the St. 
Canal; and althous 


eh the first session of on- 


fress ilso 


it will bes 
then a member of the House, 
Br IWN,] Tha @ chairman 
Roads and Can: 


proving the 


Sippl, Who wa 


ils reported separate bills for im- 
es irly in the 
that were reported at the 


rivers 


very first bills 


session, among the 
first ses- 
sion of the last Congress, and we never came near 
one of them during the whole year; and | say now, 
what | have frequently said in that House, that if 
were to sit nine years continuously, 
with the rules of that House as they stand, a mi- 
nority opposed to,river and harbor improvements 
prevent you from reaching a separate bill. 
My object, therefore—and it is said with the ut- 
most friendship to my friends from Louisiana 
and to this measure—is simply, at the proper ume, 
attention of the Senate to these facts; 
and if the Senate decide the question against me, 


Congress 


can 


to call the 


decide to surrender the whole question of river 
and harbor improvements, | certainly shall not 
oppose it; present advised, | cannot 
consideration of this bill until we 
can have time to take up the quest yn and consider 
it. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to add a few words to the 
considerations which have been suggested by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan. Under the 
circumstances and influences which exist in regard 
to a river and harbor bill—I will not specify what 
they are—at the present session of Congress, | 
foresaw, atavery early day, that probably, unless 
the Committee on Commerce of the Senate should 
take up this subject, which [ think it is their 
bounden duty todo, we should have no harbor and 
river appropriations during the session; and I agree 
with the views presented by the honorable Senator 
from Michigan: if we attempt to get these bills for 
certain specific, very important, and indispensable 
objects—and such an object I know this to be, 
which is presented by the Senator from Louisiana 
—one after another, it will be a death-blow to any 
but some particular favored ones; and I doubt 
whether even those will get through. 

There is another reason which I hope will in- 
fluence the Senate. I did not know, indeed, that 
there was a resolution pending on the subject, but 
I hope to-morrow morning the Senate will take 
up that resolution, and instruct the Conimittee on 
Commerce to report a general bill of this descrip- 
tion; for it is not only highly expedient, if we 
mean to direct attention to these appropriations, 
and to these great and valuable objects, that the 
Senate committee shall report a bill, and ‘that it 
shall pass through both Houses, but it is also 
nighly important that it should be done at an 
early period of the session 

We appropt iated some $2,000,000 last Congress 
to various objects of more or less importance— 
some of very little, to be sure, buta great number 
were highly important improvements—and they 
are in a half finished condition. If we let these 
bills lag along and wait upon the House of Rep- 
resentatives until they report their bill, at a late 
period in the session, when we shal! have to hurry 
it through near the close of the session of Con- 
gress, which I think | foresee will be some time in 
the month of September, or in all probability in 
October, a great portion of the appropriations, an | 
of the valuable works which have been commenced 
under them, will be wholly lost; and the works 
only commenced will be in a state of dilapidation 
and decay, s swept away by storms or floods, for 
want ofac ontinuation ofthe work. Wenotonlv 

want the ap propriation, but we want it at an early 
period of the session. Whatever appropriations 
we propose to make, if it be the will of both 
Houses to make any, ought to be passed before 
the spring opens, so that the works may be recom- 
menced. I hone, therefore, the honorable Senator 
from Michigan will not fail, to-morrow morning 


or next day, to move for the consideration of his 
resolution 


Mr. STUART 


but, as at 


consent to the 


I intend to do it. 


Feb. 20. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I shall withdraw my re. 
quest fr the consideration of the bill, and join 
honorable Senators from Michigan and Tennessea 
to get the action of the Senate upon the subj ject of 
river and harbor improvements, in the way of an 
instruction to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN MICHIGAN, 
Mr. ALLEN. ‘lhe “Committee on Pri, 


Land Claims, to whom were referred the reso 
tions of the Legislature of Michigan in relation +, 
claims for lands, have directed me to report a 
appointing c ommissione rs to ascertain certain fi 
relative to private land claims in Michigan, a, 
to ask for its consideration at this time. It re 
with the approbation of the Commissioner of 
General Land Office. 

Che bill was read twice by unanimous conse), 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole 

It proposes to appoint the register and receiy 
of the Detroit land office commissioners to asce 
under the direction of the Commissioner of 
General Land Office, what title to lands lyin 
within the Territory of Michigan were confirme 
by the commissioners in their several reports to 
the See retary of the Treasury, which are not coy 
ered by any act of confirmation of Congress, ; 
for which patents have not been issued; and t/ 
they shall take an oath, or affirmation, faithfully 
to perform the duties prescribed in ** An act ay 
Te commissioners to asceriain certain fa 
relative to private land claims in the Territory ¢ 
Michigan.’ 

It proposes to direct, further, that it shall extend 
to claimants to land the title to which was c 
firmed by previous commissioners, and to whi 
the claimants did not receive any conveyance from 
the United States, and to claimants to land 
title to which was confirmed by the commission- 
ers, and who received a patent from the Unit 
States for a less quantity of acres than was co 
firmed; with the provision, however, that it sh 
not extend to claimants who received a patent 
from the United States for lands included withi: 
the metes and bounds set forth in their applica- 
tion or in the confirmation of the commissioners, 
or who received other lands equal in quantity 
that the claimants shall, within one year from the 
passage of the bill, give specific notices of their 
claims to the commis ssioner, minutes of which 
notices, and all subsequent proceedings, with the 
evidence in each case, shall be entered by the r 
gister in a book kept for the purpose; that 
commissioner shall have power to compel the at. 
tendance of witnesses, administer oaths, and have 
access to all records of the United States that may 
be necessary in their investigations; and that 
within two years after the passage of the bill, th ey 

shall furnish a certified transcript of their procee: 
ings and the evidence, together with their opinion, 
upon the merits of each case, to the Commissions: 
of the General Land Office, who shall immediately 
thereafter lay them before Oongress, with his ree- 
ommendation thereon. 

Mr. GWIN. What is that bill? 

Mr. STUART. I will state to 
that it is for the purpose of enabling the Land Of- 
fice Department to ascertain certain facts respect- 
ing private land claims in the eastern part of out 
State, with a view to their being properly adjusted. 
It is a preliminary movement to enable the Land 
Office to ascertain the facts in the case. 

Mr. GWIN. It makes no settlement? 

Mr. STUART. Oh, no; itis only with a view 
of getting the facts to enable a proper disposition 
to be made afterwards. 

Mr. PETTIT. The bill was drawn under my 
direction and advice. It does not give away or 
dispose of anacre of land. It only authorizes the 
appointment of commissioners, which is necessary 
to enable the Commissioner of the General Land 


e 


er 


ind 


ne- 


the Senator, 


| Office to know where certain lands lie, and how 


much of them there are, and to direct them to re- 
port, in order that patents may be issued. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


CAPITOL EXTENSION. 
Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on Public 
3uildings, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion from the House, authorizing a supplemental 
contract for certain marble for the Capitol exten- 
sion, have directed me to report it back without 
amendment, and with a recommendation in favor 





